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Current Topics. 
The New Conveyancing Counsel to the Court. 


THE APPOINTMENT of Mr. BuRROws’ successor as Conveyancing 
Counsel to the Court, somewhat long delayed, is an excellent 
one. _ We believe that if Lincoln’s-inn were polled, the opinion 
would be expressed that no fitter man could be found than 
Mr. Jonn Dixon. His long experience, learning, and eminently 
practical mind peculiarly qualify him for the office. If current 
rumour is correct, the position was entirely unsought by 
Mr. Dixon—a matter which shews the care which has been 
exercised in finding the right man for the post. « 


The County Courts Committee. 

THE IMPORTANCE of the announcement we made last 
week of the appointment by the Lord Chancellor of a committee 
_to considér and report on the jurisdiction and practice of the 
| county courts, arises from the statéfient made by the Lord 

Chancellor on the second reading of the County Courts 
| Bill in the House of Lords in April last. He said that 
|More than thirty years the Judicature Commission 
‘recommended that the High Court of Justice and the 
/county courts should form part of one system. Lord CarRNs, 
| who did not approve of this recommendation at the time, after- 
| wards changed his mind, and carried a Bill through that House 
| to give effect to the recommendation. This could not now be 
| done without some further inquiry, which he hoped to propose.” 





‘Tt will be seen, therefore, that one of the main objects of the 


"recently appointed committee is to consider the relation of the 
| county courts to the High Court. 


| The Witnesses before the Land Transfer 
| Cornmission. 


THERE ARE one or two points with reference to the evidence 
to be given before this Commission which appear to be worthy 
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Land Registry is chiefly conducted by the solicitors’ con- 
veyancing clerks, who are more fully aware than their princi- 
a is of the delays, cost and inconvenience attending the system. 

hy should not some of them be proposed as witnesses? It is 
to be hoped, again, that the London bankers, chamber of 
comnterce and building societies will be represented before the 
Commission, and that it may be possible to call some large 
builder to speak to the fact that a registered title does not 
increase by one penny the price which can be got for the 
property. And, lastly, why should not one of the Yorkshire 
registrars of deeds be called to testify to the rapidity with 
which dealings in land are completed in that county ¢ 


The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. 


. | COMPLAINTs are beginning to be heard in the colonies as to 
the weakness of the Court of Privy Council. Canada, Australia 
and New Zealand have made great progress in wealth and im- 
portance, and consider that the court of final resort to which 
their causes are referred should be composed of judges conspicu- 
ous for their learning and experience. It is pointed out that in the 
early part oi the reign of the late Queen, Lord WENSLEYDALE, Dr. 
LUSHINGTON, Sir J. Patrgson, Lord KInesDown, KNIGHT-BRUCE 
and TuRNER, L.JJ., habitually sat in this court, and that at the 
present day the judgments are often delivered by judges who 
have little or no experience of the English courts. We can, to 
some extent, sympathize with thisdiscontent. But it is not easy 
to see what steps can be taken with the view of strengthening 
so important a tribunal. The two divisions of the Court of 
Appeal are fully occupied in dealing with the causes assigned 
to them, and a similar observation may be made with 
to the judges of the King’s Bench Division. 
It is possible that the law might be amended so as to 
enable some assistance to be given by the judges of the 
Chancery Division, but any increase in the business of that 
division would make it highly inconvenient to withdraw the 
judges from their ordinary duties, The immediate difficulty 
is aggravated by the accident that nearly all the judges who 
have retired from the bench have reached an age when they 
naturally seek for repose. The attention of the Lord Chan- 
cellor has, we believe, been directed to what is certainly a 
difficult problem, and we may hope that his strong sense may 
devise some mode of dealing with it. 


Judges’ Summonses in the King's Bench Division. 


AN OPINION has been expressed that the new Rules of the 
Supreme Court (July, 1908) are calculated to increase the 
cost of litigation. By ord. 54, r. 30, a judge for interlocutory 
business is to be assigned by the Lord Chief Justice, who is to 
dispose of summonses, appeals, and applications in an action or 
matter before the mode and place of trial have been fixed ; and 
urgent applications may be made to this judge when not sitting 
for interlocutory business as well as when he is so sitting, and 
mm applications may be dealt with by any judge when the 
judge for interlocutory business is not available. By section 31, 


3 

80 as practicable, all judges’ summonses and appeals and 
leations to a judge, in an action or matter, after the 

mode and place of trial have been fixed, shall be dealt with by 

the judge who, according to the rotas of business in the King’s 

Bench Division relative to the circuits announced for the 


judges, may be expected to try such action or matter. The effect 
of these rules is, occasionally at any rate, to compel the judge 
sitting at Nisi Prius to devote part of the day to interlocutory 
business. A trial commenced after this business is concluded 
will © ga last till the second day, and the expenses incurred 
by parties for refreshers, attendance of witnesses, &c., will 
be | increased. Whether this proposition is well founded 
ean only be ascertained by some experience of the working of 
the new rules, which, so far as we can judge, have been received 
with little favour by both branches of the profession, 


The Land Transfer Commission. 


Tis ComMission, at present engaged in taking in camera 
the evidence of Mr. Brickpa.x, the Kegistrar, was the subject 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES and Mr. REMNANT. The questions had 
reference to (a) the constitution of the Commission ; (6) the 
narrow terms of the reference; and (c) the secrecy of the pro- 
ceedings. Replies were given to the effect that (a) the omission 
to appoint on the Commission persons possessing a practical 
knowledge of conveyancing was intended to insure a Commission 
free from prepossession ; (6) that the inquiry is not confined 
merely to the investigation of the working of the local registry 
office ; and (c) that the secrecy adopted was in the discretion 
of the Commissioners. Hence it appears that all hope of 
obtaining a fair representation of solicitors on this Commission 
must be abandoned. Solicitors are left to face the report 
of a body, many of whom know little or nothing of the sub- 
ject, and most of whom may be supposed to enter on their work 
with a keen desire to diminish, if possible, the costs of land 
transfer. The Land Registry will, of course, use every effort to 
convince them that, with the aid of the new rules, the cost of 
transfer of registered land will, at all times subsequent 
to registration, be reduced to a minimum. This will be met 
by tables shewing that already throughout the country the cost 
of dealings with land is very ttifling. But it is well not to 
blink the fact that, owing to the present condition of the law 
of real property, complications increasing cost are apt to occur, 
and that on each dealing the process of investigation of title 
has to be repeated. There are surely means by which the 
law of real property may be assimilated, to a large extent, 
to the law of personal property so as to obviate these evils, 
and it seems to be prudent to lay before the Commission 
the mode in which this result might be attained. We believe 
that the Council of the Law Society, as well as the country law 
societies, are fully alive to the importance of this point, and may 
be trusted to give the matter the fullest consideration. We may 
add that country solicitors must not trust to the initiative of 
the county councils being continued in case the Commission 
should report in favour of the Land Registry. In that event it 
is tolerably certain that Parliament will be asked to extend 
the system throughout the country. We mention this matter 
in order to shew the importance which will attach to the report 
of thé Commission, snd to stimulate every solicitor to do his best 
to help the Council of the Law Society in combatting the 
evidence presented by the Land Registry to the Commission. 


Costs Payable by Public Bodies on Taking Land. 


THE RECENT decision of Joyc#, J., in Re Elementary Education 
Acts, 1870 and 1873 (1908, 2 Ch. 503), seems to constitute a 
departure from the somewhat liberal construction, as regards 
landowners, which has been given to section 82 of the Land 
Clauses Act, 1845, in regard to costs payable by a —_ body 
upon taking land. The section enacts that the cost of all convey- 
ances shall be borne by the purchasers, and these costs are to 
include the costs of all conveyances and assurauces of the land, 
and of any outstanding terms or interests therein, and of 
deducing, evidencing, and verifying the title. The point in 
question was whether the section threw upon the purchasers the 
costs of taking out probate to the will of a vendor who had 
died pending completion of the contract. In lie Liverpool 
Amendment Act (L, R, 5 Eq. 282) Lord Romitty, M.R., held that 
where land was taken after the death of the owner, and the pur- 
chasers required administration to be taken out to him, the cost 
of doing this must be borne by them; and in [te Bear Island 
Defence Works and Doyle (1903, 1 Ir. R. 164) the Court of Appeal 
in [reland went so far as to include also the death duties in the 
costs payable by the promoters, In Me London United Tramways 
Act, 1900 (1906, 1 Ch. 534) Swinven Eapy, J., acting on these 
cases, included the fines and fees payable on*the admission to 
copyholds of the customary heir of the vendor, who had died 
a completion. And this was affirmed as to the steward’s 

ees and the cost of admittance in Re Thames Tuwnel (Rotherhithe 
and Ratcliff) Ad, 1900 (1908, 1 Ch. 493), though an opinion 
was expressed adverse to the allowance of fines, and it was 
considered that Re Bear Island Defence Works and Doyle bad gone 
too far. But in the present case of Ite Elementary Education Acts 
Joyce, J., has failed to find in the language of section 82 any 





of questions asked in the House of Commons on Monday by { words which authorize the imposition on the purchasers of the 
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costs of taking out probate to the vendor. These, he pointed out, 
are not costs of any conveyance of an outstanding term or 
interest, nor are they costs of deducing, evidencing, or verifying 
title. They are costs incurred in enabling the executor to carry 
out his testator’s contract. The case may perhaps be different 
where the death has taken place before the contract, and the 
vendor has acquired a holding title without taking out representa- 
tion to the deceased owner, but there will be greater difficulty 
than heretofore in throwing any such costs on promoters. 


The Common Seal of a Corporation. 


THE NECESSITY for a private individual to use his pwn, or any 
particular kind of, seal in executing a deed has long ago 
to exist. It had ceased to exist, in fact, when the Touchstone 
was written: Shep. Touch. 57. The passage cited goes on: 
“ And although it be a corporation that doth make the deed, yet 
they may seal with any other seal besices their common seal, and 
the deed never the worse,” This may still be true of many corpor- 
ations, but is not now true of limited companies registered under 
the Companies Acts, 1862-1908. On the other hand, it is rare in 
practice to find a corporation using any seal but one bearing its 
own name, There seem to be no reported cases on these points 
among the English reports, and two cases from New South Wales 
are, therefore, of some interest. By section 41 of the Companies 
Act, 1862, ‘ every limited company . Shall have itsname 
engraven in legible characters on its seal,” and there is a similar 
ensctment in New South Wales, which came up for judicial 
construction in Hoe v. Lee (3 8. R. (N.S. W.) 30). The validity of 
a document depended on whether the common seal of a limited 
company had been duly affixed to it. The seal actually affixed 
consisted of an adhesive paper label on which was printed the 
name and address of the company. This was held by the 
Supreme Court to be a valid sealing, notwithstanding that an 
“engraved” seal had not been used. This gives a very wide 
meaning to the word “‘engraven,” but, if correct, it would be an 
extremely useful decision.. The other case referred to concerns 
the necessity for a corporation (not under the Companies Acts) 
having its name inscribed on its seal: see Pitt, Son & Badgery v. 
Municipal Council of Sydney (88. R. (N.S. W.) 1). The defendants 
were the governing body of the city of Sydney. Formerly the 
citizens of Sydney had been (by statute) constituted a body 
corporate under the name of ‘‘ Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens 
of the City of Sydney,” and these words were inscribed on the 
common seal used by the corporation. Subsequently the cor- 
poration was reconstituted by statute under the name of “ The 
Municipal Council of Sydney,” the former statute being repealed. 
The same (or a similar) seal continued to be used. It was held 
by Street, J., that a document to which an impression of this 
seal had been affixed was validly sealed, the seal having been 
used by the corporation as their common seal for the last twenty 
years at least. No authority was referred to, but the decision, 
of course, simply follows the rule laid down in the Touchstone 
(supra. ) 
Right to Appellation of “ Major.” 


THE CASE of Chandler v. Wild, tried before CHANNELL, J., last 
week, throws some light upon the question whether a gentleman 
may assume the appellation of “ Major” though he is not actually 
engaged in the forces of his Majesty the King. The plaintiff 
claimed as transferee of a bill of sale on pictures purporting to 
be granted by “Major” B, It is well-known that section 10 
of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, which prescribes the mode of 
registering bills of sale, requires that there shall be a correct 
description in the affidavit filed under the section 
of the residence and occupation of the grantor, and it 
was objected that there had been a misdescription of the 
grantor, and that the transaction was conse uently invalid. The 
wife of the grantor deposed that she married him in 1894 in New 
Zealand, when he was a cornet in the New Zealand 'Defence 
Force ; and an official from the War Office was called who said 
that he found no trace of any Major B. in the Army List from 
1866 to the eer day. The learned judge, in giving judg- 
ment, eaid that the description “Major” did not, in his view, 
mehn that the grantor’s occupation was a military one or that 


he was actually engaged in the forces at West Kensington 
where he lived. He might possibly mean that it was an 
honorary rank or title, and not an occupation. If a man was a 
Major in his Majesty’s service he was usually described as of such 
and such a regiment. The learned judge, therefore, came to the 
conclusion that the description which had been given was a mere 
title, and not an occupation, and it followed that there was no 
misdescription within the meaning of the section. This decision 
is of importance, as there can be no doubt that there are many 
persons in this country who have no real claim to the 
military titles which they have assumed. We do not 
know whether Bills of Sale Acts similar to our own are in force 
on the other side of the Atlantic: if such laws exist, it could 
hardly be contended that the title “Colonel” was a misde- 
scription calculated to deceive American creditors of ordinary 
intelligence. 


Se in Description of Payee of Cheque to 
rder. 

A QUESTION was recently raised in one of the financial periodicals 
as to the validity of a cheque to order in which the payee 
appears to be a society or club without the attributes of a cor- 
poration. By section 7 (1) of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, 
where a bill is not payable to bearer, the payee must be named 
or otherwise indicated therein with reasonable certainty. The 
necessity of this enactment is obvious when it is remembered 
that parol evidence is not admissible to shew to whom a.bill or 
cheque is payable, and, in the case of instruments designed for 
circulation, it is necessary to know to whom their obligations apply 
and from whom a title can be securely derived. It is, of course, 
unnecessary that the name of the payee should expressly be 
stated on the face of the note; it will be sufficient if, 
from the language. used, the person can be certainly ascer- 
tained. The question remains whether the member of “The 
Britannia Club” who receives cash for a cheque worded 
“Pay the Britannia Club or order,” has given a valid 
instrument in return for thei advance. How is the bank 
to know, with reasonable certainty, whether the cheque 
when presented is properly endorsed by some person on behalf 
of the club? We are, however, informed that cheques made 
payable to “ wages or order,” “petty cash or order,” or in 
analogous forms with an impersonal payee, are frequently pre- 
me to banks for payment, and are usually treated as payable 
to bearer. Charitable societies appear also to have little or no 
difficulty in obtaining payment of cheques made out to the 
society or order. It may be argued that section 7, sub-section 
2, of the Act, which allows a bill to be payable to the holder 
of an office for the time being, may have contemplated the case of 
the person for the time being authorized to act on behalf of a 
society or club, but it is more probable that this case escaped 
observation. In any view it would appear that custom overrides 
the law. 


Negligence by Omitting to Protect Skaters from 
Places Covered by Weak Ice. 

A CURIOUS case under the law of negligence has just been 
decided by the Exchequer Division of thefigh Court of Justice 
for Ontario, on appeal from the judgment of MaGgs, J., on the 13th 
of April, awarding, in accordance with the findings of the jury, 
500 dollars damages to the plaintiff in the action of Pennock vy. 
Mitchell and Wilson. The action was broaght by the plaintiff 
against the defendants, builders and contractors, for negligence, 
causing the death of his daughter on the 19th of December, 1906. 
The daughter anda emg, Moma named Berry, while skating 
on the river opposite ater Street, Grananogue, 
through the ice into a hole or channel 200 feet in extent, out by 
the defendants in order to bring in a tug or scow after the ice 
had been formed. Tho water in this cutting had been again 
frozen over, but was not of sufficient strength to bear skaters 
and was not guarded by bushes. In —Se of this acci- 
dent, the plaintiff's daughter was drowned, neh sa re relied 
on the fact that the channel was not properly ed by bushes, 
and that skaters had no reason to su that the ice which 





had formed upon it was not of sufficient strength. For the 


defendants it was contended that the rights of navigation were” 
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paramount, and that pleasure-seekers or persons using the high- 
way for purposes other than those of navigation must take 
their chance and exercise such care as might be necessary for 
their protection. The Divisional Court (Sir WiLL1aM MuLock, 
C.J., and ANGLIN and CLUuTE, JJ.) held, in a written judgment, 
that the plaintiff was entitled to recover. The navigation of the 
river must be taken to be closed, and skaters had as much right 
there as any other persons. ANGLIN, J., also expressed his 
opinion that if the young people broke a at a place where 
the ice, owing to natural causes, was too weak to bear them, yet, 
inasmuch as this weakness of the ice was a consequence of the 
cutting made by the defendants, their obligation to guard the 
channel against skaters who might think the ice was as strong 
as in other places was unaffected. The action, according to 
Clark v. London General Omnibus Co. (1906, 2 K. B, 648), 
could not in this country have been maintained by the father in 
respect of the death of his danghter, but we assume that it is 
authorized by the statute law of Canada. 


Nomination of Foreman of Grand Jury. 


THE GRAND jurors at the recent quarter sessions for Bourne- 
mouth had taken their places in the box assigned to them, and 
the clerk of the peace was proceeding to administer the oath to 
them, when one of the jurors objected that he ought not to be 
called upon to take the oath until a foreman of the grand jury 
had been duly selected, which had not been done. The juror 
was directed to stand down, and the oath was then administered 
to the rest of the grand jury. We understand that there was some 
uncertainty as to the persons responsible for the election of the fore- 
man, but on reference to Dickinson’s Quarter Sessions, p. 154, we 
find it stated that when the grand jurors have taken their places 
in the box and have named their foreman, the following oath is ad- 
ministered by the clerk of the peace to the foreman : “ You, as fore- 
man of this inquest, shall diligently inquire and true presentment 
makeof all such matters and things as shall be given you incharge,” 
&c. After this oath has been taken, the rest of the grand jury, by 
three at a time, are sworn in the following manner: “ This same 
oath which your foreman hath taken on his part you, and every 
of you, shall well and truly observe...” The juror was 
probably right in suggesting that, before swearing the grand jury, 
it is usual to allow them to select a foreman, and if they have 
difficulty in their selection, the court may exercise the right of 
nominating one for them. But the selection of a foreman ye Fa 
the jury are sworn is matter of routine rather than of substance. 
It Sy poe inconvenient to go on without a foreman, but it 
is only necessary that he should be selected within a reasonable 
time. The learning of the juror, like that of Mr. SADDLEDREE 
in The Heart of Midlothian, was not calculated to further the 
interests of justice. 


Voluntary Liquidations and Creditors’ Meetings. 


A company which is in difficulties may either wait for the 
end to come by means of a hostile winding-up petition, or may 
anticipate matters by passing resolutions for a voluntary wind- 
ing-up. This, of course, does not effectually keep the winding-up 
out of court, for it is no bar to ereditors applying for a com- 
pulsory winding-up, or a winding-up under supervision ; but it 
makes an application to the court less likely. Moreover, the 
members appoint their own liquidator, and though he will be 

in the event of a winding-up order being made, yet, 

subject to that contingency, they keep the affairs of the company 
in their own bands. One of the provisions of the Companies 
Act, 1907, was intended to provide, in the interests of creditors, 
a middle course, and to enable creditors, without interfering with 
the voluntary winding-up, to bave a voice in the appointment 
of the liquidator. Thus section 27 provides that the volun- 
liquidator shall, within seven days of his appointment, 

cali a meeting of su-h persons as “appear to him to be” 
creditors of the company, and at scch meeting the creditors are 
to determine whether an application shall be made to the court 
for the appointment of any person as liquidator in the place of, 
or jointly with, the liquidator appointed by the company, or for 
the appointment of s committee of inspection ; and on such an 
application the court can make an order in accordance with the 





resolution of the creditors. It is to be noticed, however, that 
this section makes no provision for the creditors having votes 
proportionate to the amount of their debts, and consequently it 
is quite possible for a number of creditors for small amounts to 
outvote those who are really interested in the independent con- 
duct of the winding-up. It may be difficult to avoid this, having 
regard to the fact that the meeting is held before the creditors 
have proved their debts, but it is worth consideration whether 
the procedure cannot be amended so as to make it really effec- 
tive. 


Answers to Questions on Proposals for Life 
Insurance. 

THE CASE of Joel v. Law Union and Crown Insurance Co’, 
in which the Court of Appeal, in July last, directed a new trial 
in an action brought upon a life policy, turned upon the answers 
of the lady whose life was insured to questions relating to her 
health ; among others to the question whether she had ever 
suffered from mental derangement. The answer to this question 
was in the negative, whereas in fact she had, though not aware 
of the fact, been in confinement for acute mania. There was no 
express provision that her answers were to form part of the basis- 
of the contract, As a general rule, answers to similar questiens 
are to be construed as representations, and not as warranties, 
unless the form of the contract clearly shews that they are in- 
tended to be taken as warranties. The Court of Appeal came to 
the conclusion that, having regard to the nature of the questions, 
the truth of the answers to them was not made part of the basis 
of the contract, and further that, under the circumstances, there 
was not sufficient evidence to prove a nondisclosure of material 
facts which would avoid the policy. The latter proposition will 
appear to some persons as by no means free from difficulty, and 
we are not sorry that the defendants should have another 
opportunity of having the case fully investigated at Wisi Prius. 








“ Scrutator” on Solicitors’ Accounts. 


THE Times gives currency again to the question of solicitors 
accounts, by inserting in its issue of the 23rd inst. a long 
letter over the signature of “Scrutator,” and by an accompanying 
leader. “Scrutator” points out that the subject “ involves 
a principle which applies not merely to solicitors, but also 
to accountants, and, in a lesser degree, stockbrokers, estate 
agents, and others having the handling of securities as well as 
moneys, whether in a professional or other capacity.” But 
although this looks as though he were going to suggest 
the bringing of accounts generally under official control, his 
letter is really aimed at solicitors, and its object is not s9 
much to require solicitors to subject their own accounts to out- 
side interference as to prohibit the audacity of their attempting 
to keep or supervise the accounts of trustees and executors, 
and also to expose to contumely the practice of solicitors. The 
writer, in his vehemence, really reminds us of the Cardinal in the 
Ingoldsby Legends :-— 


“ He called for his candle, his bell and his book, 
In holy —e and pious grief 
He solemnly cursed that rascally thief : 
Never was heard such a terrible curse.” 


And we think it will prove, in accordance with the legend, 
that “nobody seemed one penny the worse.” 

With regard to money of clients, “ Scrutator ” refers to legisla- 
tion affecting trustees in bankruptcy, and urges that there should 
be similar measures preventing solicitors from keeping any money 
of clients in their hands. “Legislgtion,” he says, “ ought to impose 
upon the recipients, in a professional, agency, or like capacity, 
of all and any funds or securities, a penal dbligation, in the 
absence of specific instructions to the contrary, to forthwith 
divest themselves of the moneys, &c., of their clients, and place 
these either in the custody, or under the exclusive disposition 
and control, of the latter.’ 

From this suggestion that the retention of any money of 
clients should be turned into a penal offence, the writer of the 
letter passgs lightly to the practico—equally reprehensible in 
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his eyes—of solicitors keeping trust accounts; as he puts it, 
“the practice of attempting to keep and prepare in the fullest 
sense of the term—and to charge their clients for so doing—all 
manner of detailed and complex accounts, involving a special 
training which they cannot properly claim to have received, and 
an experience which they do not possess even to the extent of 
being competent to accurately record transactions coming within 
their own immediate purview.” Then he proceeds to utter some 
platitudes about the cash book being the foundation of all 
accounts, and about the necessity of keeping it duly written up. 

But the real purport of the letter comes out again in the 
reference to the “ recently created office of Public Trustee,” 
which, it is said, “has already served in this connection a 
purpose beyond what primarily called it into existence,” and the 
suggestion, apparently, is that the keeping of all trust and exe- 
cutors’ accounts should be handed over to this official. The Council 
of the Law Society, it is said, ‘‘ would render a signal service to the 
community by recommending to the consideration and individual 
good taste of members a discontinuance of self-arrogated duties,” 
such as the writer of the letter has referred to, and which, he 
says, ‘entail constant friction, delays, confusion, and irregularities, 
as well as excessive cost.” The letter concludes with some 
recommendations, of no great originality, as to the direct payment 
of income to the beneficiary or to his account at the bank. 
Substantially, the letter is a recommendation that a solicitor 
should bs branded as a criminal if he retains in hand any money 
of clients, and that he should decline from henceforth asa 
matter of “ good taste” to have any hand in the keeping of trust 
accounts, 

We notice with satisfaction that the Times, in its leading 
article on “ Scrutator’s ” letter, characterizes as “ objectionable” the 
suggestion that a penal obligation should be imposed on solicitors 
to divest themselves forthwith of clients’ money, and the sugges- 
tion that solicitors should no longer attempt to keep trust 
accounts is altogether ignored. Both suggestions are indeed so 
palpably absurd that they require little refutation. In general, 
moneys received on behalf of clients are at once handed over to 
them. Where this is not done, there exist relations between the 
client and the solicitor, or special circumstances, which account 
for the departure from the ordinary course. To turn this intoa 
criminal offence, unless specific instructions from the client can 
be produced, would strike at all notions of the relation of agency, 
for in respect of such a matter the solicitor is simply the agent 
of the client. Whatever changes it may be thought 
proper to adopt as to the keeping of solicitors’ accounts, these 
must be matters of professional practice, guarded indeed by the 
usual professional sanctions, but not so framed as to make it 
possible for the solicitor to find himself at any moment involved 
in a criminal charge. 

And as to the attempt to bring the keeping of all trust accounts 
into the office of the Public Trustee—or, if that is not really 
meant, into the handsof professional accountants—this exaggerates 
very much the importance of the accountant as a specialist. We 
have, of course, no wish to question the usefulness of accountants 
—a profession which the spread of modern business and its 
complications, and the rise of public undertakings, has 
brought into importance. But we have always understood 
that the proper business of an accountant was the 
checking of accounts, and, incidentally, advising on the proper 
form of accounts. The actual keeping of accounts is within 
the ordinary province of every man of business, and there is no 
such mystery about trust accounts as should necessitate their 
being handed over to an accountant, whether official or profes- 
sional. The auditing of accounts is one thing, and where it 
requires to be done, it is, according to modern practice, usually 
done by a professional accountant. The keeping of accounts is 
another thing, and where for any reason this is not done by 
trustees or executors themselves, and the estate is not large 
enough to call for the separate employment of an accountant, 
the work is naturally and conveniently done in the office of the 
trustees’ solicitors. We do not see any reasons of “ good taste” 
which call for a departure from this practice. 

We doubt whether we shall hear again of “Scrutator’s” 
suggestions, but the question of solicitors’ accounts is not 





likely to slumber, and it will be necessary for the profession to 
consider what is the proper consequence of the action taken by 
the Law Society in 1907. The Solicitors’ Practice Committee 
reported in June of that year in a series of recommendations, of 
which the first six were intended to secure the due keeping of 
solicitors’ accounts and the separation of clients’ moneys, and the 
last three required either audit by a professional accountant, 
or a statutory declaration of proper practice on applying 
for renewal of the annual certificate. At the meeting of 
the Law Society held on the 12th of July, 1907, an ameadment 
adopting the first six recommendations and _ rejecting 
the last three was adopted, and on a poll this result was 
affirmed by 4,635 votes to 691, It is clear, therefore, that the 
opinion of solicitors is overwhelmingly opposed to the principle of 
a compulsory professional audit, and we are not aware that any- 
thing has bappened since to alter this op‘nion. Nor is there any 
probability of such an alteration taking place. The circumstances 
of a business may make the employment of an auditor expedient, 
but a solicitor’s business does not specially call for such treatment, 
and in many cases it would be —- of inconvenience or hard- 
ship. The 7ime: does not itself suggest any alternative plan, and 
it takes exception to Mr. INDERMAUR’S recent pro at the 
Birmingham meeting as much as to the proposals of “ Scrutator.” 
Mr, INDERMAUR’S scheme, however, which involves compulsory 
membership of the Law Society and increased disciplinary 
powers, stands referred to the Council for consideration, and the 
matter now awaits their report to the Law Society. 








Stamp Duty on Promissory Notes. 


Ir is matter of common knowledge that a bill of exchange 
payable on demand requires only a 1d, stamp, while a bill of 
exchange, payable at a fixed date, must be stamped ad valorem at 
the rate of 1s. per £100 ; but it is, perhaps, not so familiar that 
promissory notes stand in a different category, and that a promis- 
sory note, although payable on demand, requires an ad valorem 
stamp. 

So far as regards the nature of the two documents, it does not 
appear obvious why this difference should exist. Section 3 of 
the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, defines a bill of exchange as 
“ An unconditional order in writing, addressed by one person to 
another, signed by the person giving it, requiring the person to 
whom it is addressed to pay on demand, or at a fixed or 
determinable future time, a sum certain in money to or to the 
order of a specified person, or to bearer.” Thus, there is the uncon- 
ditional order to pay, and there are the three persons, drawer, 
drawee (who in the usual course becomes the acceptor), and 
payee. Section 83 defines a promissory note as “an uncon- 
ditional promise in writing made by one person to another, signed 
by the maker, engaging to pay, on demand, or at a fixed or 
determinable future time, a sum certain in money, to, or to the 
order of, a specified person or to bearer.” Here the drawee is 
omitted, and there are two persons, the maker (or drawer) and 
the payee ; and there is the consequential change that the instra- 
ment operates as a promise and not as am@rder. But, as in a 
bill of exchange, it 1s unconditional, and the promise is in fact 
imported into the bill of exchange on the part of the drawee so 
soon as, by accepting the bill, he becomes acceptor. The Bills 
of Exchange Act, in sections 83 to 88, makes spesial provisions 
for promissory notes so far as these are necessitated by the 
change from three to two parties, but, generally, section 89 
applies to promissory notes the provisions of the Act with regard 
to bills of exchange. 

There seems in the foregoing summary of the two documents 
to be no reason why there should be any distinction between 


them with rd to stam But the sebedule to the Stamp 
Act, 1891, under “ Bill of ange,” imposes a id. stamp on 
bills of exchange ‘ payable on demand or at sight, or on presen- 


tation,” and the ad valorem duty on “bill of exchange of any 
other kind whatsoever and promissory note of any kind whatso- 
ever.” Thus in terms the Id. stamp is confined to bids of 
exchange payable on demand, while promissory notes of all kinds 
are made, with bills of exchange payable at a fixed ay subject 
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+ to the ad valorem duty. But the definitions which are relevant to 
the schedule to the Stamp Act are not those to which we have 
above referred as being contained in the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1883, but the definitions in the Stamp Act itself. And an 
attempt was made in Cettinger v. Cohn (1908, 1 K. B. 582) to 
make use of these soas to bring promissory notes payable on 
demand within the 1d. stamp. Section 32 defines “bill of 
exchange” as including, inter alia, “any document or writing 
(except a bank note) entitling, or purporting to entitle, any 
person, whether named therein or not, to payment by any other 
person of any sum of money.” This, it was argued, was apt to 
describe a promissory note. But then section 33 goes on to deal 
with promissory notes separately, and it defines a promissory note 
as including “any document or writing (except a bank note) 
containing a promise to pay any sum of money.” 

In Octtinger y. Cohn (supra) CHANNELL, J., admitted that in 
the case of those instruments the definitions in the Stamp Act, 
1891, overlapped, with the result that the definition of bill 
of exchange included a promissory note. But regard must be 
had to the express definition of the latter instrument as 
something distinct from a bill of exchange, and it is natural 
to conclude that the term “ promissory note,” when used in 
the schedule, must be construed with reference to the 
definition contained in section 33. From this construction it 


follows that all instruments which contain a promise to pay, 


as distinct from an order, fall under promissory notes in the 
schedule, and, whether payable on demand or not, they are 
liable to the ad valorem duty. Moreover, if a mistake has been 
made in the stamp, it cannot be rectified. But in Oettinger v. 
Cohn (supra), while CHANNELL, J., held, on the above grounds, 
that the plaintiffs could not recover on the promissory note, he 
gave them leave to amend, on terms, so as to enable them to sue 
on the original consideration for which the note was given. 








Fair: Courts. 


Tue Selden Society have undertaken a very interesting and useful 
work in the printing of Select Cases Concerning the Law 
Merchant,* the first volume of which, dealing with local courts, has 
just been issued under the editorship of Dr. Cuartes Gross. The 
local courts, the records of which have been laid under contribution, 
include fair, staple, and tolsey courts, but the greater part of the 
work is occupied by cases taken from the records of the court of the 
‘fair of St. Ives, Huntingdonshire. In the introduction which Dr. 
Gross has prefixed to the work he points out the lack of precise 
information which has hitherto been available as to “pie-powder” 
or dusty-foot courts, a term which some older writers attributed 
to the of their procedure—justice was administered as 
quickly as the dust could be removed from the feet of the litigants— 
but which seems naturally to describe the dusty feet of those who 
frequented the court. It appears, however, that many records of 
fair courts are extant in the Public Record Office and in local 
archives. In addition to the St. Ives rolls, extending from 1270 
to 1524, the Public Record Office has plea rolls of the fairs or 
markets of Carnarvon, Criccieth, Grantham, Halton, Leicester, 
Newark, Stockbridge (Hants), Wye (Kent), and some other places, 
from the reign of Hesry ITI. to that of Cuanzes I. ; and records 
are also to be found in the municipal archives of Cardiff, Col- 
chester, Gloucester, Hereford, Hythe, Shrewsbury, and other 
towns. And though, except in the case of St. Ives, the records do 
not, as a rule, appear to be very full, they contrast favourably 
with the lack of such documents on the Continent, where, accord- 
ing to Dr. Gross, no medieval rolls of pie-powder or fair courts 
seem to be extant. Either they have been lost, or the expeditious 
procedure of the fair courts prevented the proceedings from being 
recorded 


The nature of these proceedings is well illustrated by the case of 
Thomas Smythe v. Christian van Bodelin (p. 122), which is taken 
from the pleas of the Pie-Powder Court of Colchester (4.p. 1458). 
Tuomas Suytue came before the court claiming £60 10s. 10d. from 


ennnen, She wes Semmens’ to appeie belore the court te | to the abbot for a fine of 500 marks and an annual rent of £50. 


same day at 9 am. At that hour Tromas appeared, but no 
Curgwtiss, though the serjeant-at-mace, Jonw Noxr, testified that 





10 o’clock. At 10 Tuomas again appeared, but not CurrsTIAN. 
Jonun Noxe, however, produced twenty-three pieces of woollén 
cloth which he had attached. A first default was recorded against 
CurisT1an, and in place of a second attachment the serjeant was 
ordered to detain the goods, and the case stood till 11. At 11 the 
same proceedings were repeated, and the case stood till 12. At 
12 a third default was recorded against Curistian, and Tuomas 
Smytus stated the nature of his claim—£50 13s. 4d., the price of 
sixteen pieces of woollen cloth sold to Curistran, and £9 17s, 6d. 
money lent; also, damages, £10 for nonpayment of those sums on 
the due date. The court gave judgment for £60 10s. 10d., and 
damages and costs, the damages being, with THomas SmyTHE’s 
consent, assessed at £1 6s. 8d. Thereupon valuers were appointed 
to value the goods attached, and the case was adjourned till 4 
p-m. At the latter hour the valuers returned the value of the 
twenty-three pieces of cloth at £61 4s., and the cloth was then 
delivered to the plaintiff in execution of his debt and damages ; 
but he found pledges to answer CuristT1an should the latter wish 
within a year and a day to revive the matter. All this is put down 
at considerable length, and shows how the officials of a local court 
could in 1458 combine extreme expedition with the most careful 
record of the proceedings. Occasionally, as judges are careful to 
state from the bench, cases are dealt with nowadays with unwonted 
dispatch, but Colchester seems to have been as pre-eminent in the 
fifteenth century in the conduct of judicial proceedings as it is 
supposed to be in the twentieth in the production of oysters. 

Dr. Gross traces, as far as is possible, the origin and general 
development of fair courts. The right to grant a market or fair 
was a royal prerogative, and the grant of a market appears to have 
usually carried the right to hold a market court. This was 
frequent in earlier times, and town charters down tothe seventeenth 
century often include a grant of a market or fair and a court of 
pie-powder. In 1623 an entry in the Southampton records states 
that, owing to the use of the town hall by stage players, the mayor 
and bailiffs coming to the hall to administer justice in the pie- 
powder courts, “which are there to be holden twice a day, if 
occasion so require, cannot sit there in decent order.” And Dr. 
Gross quotes from Drror a century later in reference to Stour- 
bridge Fair: “Here is a court of justice always open, and held 
every day in a shed built on purpose for the fair. Here 
they [the magistrates of Cambridge] determine matters in a sum- 
mary way, as is practised in those we call pie-powder courts in 
other places, or as a court of conscience, and they have final 
authority without appeal.” But the eighteenth century saw the 
decay of these courts, and few records lasted on into the nineteenth 
century. There is, however, a pie-powder court book at Eye, 
Suffolk, for 1732-1813, and in 1835 sessions of such courts were 
still held occasionally in several boroughs. Dr. Gross says that 
they continued to be held at Bartholomew Fair, London, till 1854, 
and nominally at Hemel Hempstead until 1898; and that the 
form of proclaiming the opening of the court seems still to be 
observed at Cambridge (Stourbridge Fair), Bristol, and Newcastle- 
on-Tyne. 

In boroughs the pie-powder court was sometimes merely a branch 
of the borough court, held specially during a market or fair, and 
the proceedings were entered on the ordinary plea rolls of the 
borough court; or the court was a distinct one, sitting during 
markets or fairs, and having separate pie-powder rolls. Thus at 
Bristol a pie-powder court was held during the fair of fourteen 
days, and during the remainder of the year local jurisdiction was 
exercised in the tolsey court, which is first mentioned in 1373. In 
this tribunal, which was suspended while the fair lasted, cases 
begun in the pie-powder court might be continued ; and two courts 
similarly related existed at Gloucester. Naturally the fair, with 
the jurisdiction of the fair court, was often vested in ecclesiastics. 
At Hereford, at York, and at Winchester the opening of the fair 
marked the temporary transfer of municipal authority from the 
city authorities to the archbishop or bishop ; and in 1302, Dr. 
Gross states, the Abbot of Westminster claimed the same privi- 
leges for his fair at Westminster by virtue of a grant of Henny ITI. 

Tn the case of the fair of St. Ives, the right to hold it was granted 
by a charter of Henny I. to the Abbot of Ramsey, the fair lasting 
eight days. The charter was confirmed by Henny II., but the 
abbot’s possession was disturbed by Henny III., who claimed the 
right to continue the fair and take the profits for three weeks after 
the eight days were over. The matter resulted in litigation, and 
ultimately in 1258 the king surrendered his residue of the fair 


| In 1268, for a further fine of 120 marks, the king exempted the 


he had been duly summoned. Thereupon Joun Noxe was ordered | 


to attach the goods of Cnuistias, and the case stood over till | 


* Belden Bociety : Select Cases Concernmg the Law Merchant. A.'). 1270-1688, Vol. 
I, Lacal Courts. Waited for the Selden Society by Charles Gross, Ph.D,, Professor cf 
History, Harvard University. Bernard Quaritch. 
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abbot from paying the rent in time of war, when there were no 
profits from the fair. The abbot, however, was no sooner out of 


| this quarrel than he was involved in another with the burgesses 


of Huntingdon, who claimed, by virtue of a royal charter of 1252, 
to coliect toll on wares brought to the fair. The abbot was alleged 
to have interfered with the sergeants of the burgesses, and they 
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commenced a suit for trespass against him in 1260, but did not 
succeed in making out their case. The Bishop of Ely also appears 
to have claimed rights in the fair, and matters did not go smoothly 
between him and the abbot. The abbot repaired to Westminster, 
where he laid his wrongs before Epwarp II. and his council, and 
the grant to the Bishop of Ely was revoked. This, however, did 
not end the matter, for the bishop took to holding a fair at Ely 
on the eve of Ascension Day, the best time of the fair of St. Ives, 
and a writ in Chancery was issued at suit of the abbot. Here 
the history of the dispute stops. Dr. Gross gives numerous 
interesting particulars of the fair of St. Ives, but by the time of 
Epwarp III. the best days of the fair and its court were over, and 
it seems to have declined under the disturbing influences of the 
foreign and civil wars which marked the fourteenth and fifteenth 
centuries. a 

Dr. Gross’s introduction contains so much interesting matter 
that we can refer only briefly to the cases which he has collected and 
printed. They show the fair courts as dealing with 
many different kinds of complaint, both in contract and 
in tort, and they sometimes had to exert disciplinary 
measures to secure good order. In 1293 Wititam pE Gant 
complained at the fair court of St. Ives (p. 61) that when he was 
cooking fish, to wit, sea-bass, in a pan over his fire in his kitchen 
in the vill of St. Ives, Jonw pe Derpine and Attcer, his wife, came 
and threw the fish out of the pan, and carried off the pan. The 
verdict goes against Wii1t1am, who was “in mercy” 2s, for his false 
claim. Whereupon he insulted the jurors, calling them false and 
faithless knaves, in contempt of the steward and of the whole 
court, and he was fined a further 2s. If the verdict was wrong, 
his conduct was perhaps not inexcusable. In 1315 the court has to 
deal with a more important matter, when a writ comes from the 
king representing that a ship loaded with cloth and jewels belong- 
ing to Atice, the countess marshal (widow of Roger Bicop, Earl 
of Norfolk and Marshal of England), to the value of £2,000, has 
been carried off to Flanders by certain evil-doers. The Count of 
Flanders had failed to do justice, and accordingly goods of Flemish 
merchants (except the merchants of Ypres) to the value of £2,000 
were to be seized, the amount being apportioned among various 
places. The amount required by the writ to be seised in St. 
Ives was £200, but the answer was that no Flemish goods were to 
be found in the fair of St. Ives. Reference is frequently found to 
the requirement, upon making a claim, that the plaintiff shall 
find pledges to prosecute. In 1472, in the Pie-powder Court of 
Norwich, the familiar names of Joun Dok and Ricwarp Ror appear 
as sureties, so that fiction seems to reign here just as in the 
superior courts. The volume well sustains the interest of the 
Selden Society’s publications. 








The New Land Transfer Rules. 


[From a CoRRESPONDENT.] 


Tuat the new rules are absolutely opposed to the spirit of the 
Land Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897, there can be no doubt. That they 
must be «ultra vires also would appear to follow, for rules are 
intended only for the better working of the principles of an Act of 
Parliament, and it cannot be that without express authority the rule- 
makers have power to revoke and make new principles of law. The 
framers of the rules will probably contend that, even if the rules are 
ultra vires, they can only be opposed while they are before Parlia- 
ment, and that the question of ete vires cannot be raised by a test 
case after the rules are made : see section 111 of the 1875 Act. “ Any 
rules made in pursuance of this section shall be deemed to be within 
the powers conferred by this Act, and shall be of the same force as if 
enacted in this Act, pe fm be judicially noticed.” It remains to 
be seen whether this view will be taken by the courts. 

The intention of the Land Transfer Acts was evidently that 
properties should be brought on the register gradually and cheaply, 
and that possessory titles should by the aid of time—though it is not 
admitted that they can do so—enlarge into and give their proprietors 
such benefits as are attached to absolute titles. ie absolute title was 
to be a luxury to be paid for. The object of the new rules is to force 
it on unwilling proprietors and make it a virtue for which, even if 
they do not take it, they must be prepared to help to pay. 

The Act of 1875, after providing in section 5 that certain persons 
may apply to be registered either with absolute or possessory titles, 
continues in section 6 with a provision that an absolute title is not 
to be granted “ wntil and wnless the title is approved by the registrar” ; 
whereas an applicant may be registered with a possessory title “on 
giving such evidence of title and serving such notices (if any) as may 
for the time being be required.” 


guarantee of the title of the registered proprietor, is sufficient to 
ai that pa was the —— ¥. the "age that the title should not 
e examined on an application for the registration of a possesso’ 
title only. This contention is further supported by the opening 
phrase of section 70 of the 1875 Act, “ Betore the completion of 
registration of any land in respect of which an examination of title is 
required,” and that this was the opinion of the registrar himself is 
seen from his note to that section on p. 214 of his book (2nd edition) 
and also by his note on p. 160 of his book to section 17, which in 
refers to an examination of title, that is on occasions when an aheciie 
title is applied for. 

No change of policy is authorized or suggested in the 1897 Act- 
Indeed, the propriety of the old policy, the policy of the existing 
rules, is recognized. See, for instance, the addition made in Schedule 
I. of the Act to sectiun 72 of the 1875 Act dealing with production and 
marking of documents, viz., “In the case of registration with a 
possessory title the registrar may act on such reasonable evidence as 
may be prescribed as to the sufficiency of the documents produced 
and as to dispensing with their production in special cases.” It is 
contended that all the evidence the rules have power to prescribe for 
under sections 6 and 111 of the 1875 Act in order to register with a 
possessory title is primd facie evidence of title of the applicant, for 
nothing more can reasonably be required. 

The rules must be wltra vires if they prescribe that which is un- 
reasonable, and surely it is unreasonable to require an applicant to 
submit the whole of his title for examination, perhaps to his own 
detriment, as the title may be stigmatized as imperfect under new 
rule 35--when he requires, as the Acts enable him to require, to be 
registered with a possessory title only—that is to say, with a title 
which cannot affect or derogate from the rights or title of any other 
claimant to the land. 

It would be equally unreasonable had a rule been made requiring 
that a title for sixty years should be shewn to the registrar before 
a proprietor could be registered with an absolute title. Such a rule 
would be as well covered by the phraseology of the powers given to 
the rule-makers in the Acts as the rales now proposed, but can it be 
doubted for a moment that such a rule would be ultra vires ? 


The practice proposed to be established by the new rules, without 
being of any material benefit—in fact it may very well be detrimental 
—to landowners, will enormously and unnecessarily increase the ex- 
pense of registration, and that this is so is seen at once by a glance at 
the new fee rules. Both the fees and the incidental legal expenses 
are increased. The increase of the fees thus unnecessarily to attain 
the ends of the Land Registry is of itself altra vires. Section 22 (4) 
provides that “ the fee orders relating and incidental to registration 
of title shall be arranged from time to time so as to produce an 
annual amount sufficient to discharge the salaries and other expenses 
(including the annual contribution to the insurance fund) incidental 
to the working of the principal Act and this Act, and no more.” 
The annual amount the d Registry is trying to produce now is 
more than the expenses incidental to the working of the Acts. They 
are raising the oa to pay for investigations of title that are 
absolutely unnecessary, and this is being done to put pressure on 
proprietors to accept absolute titles—a policy entirely contrary to 
the Act. 

It is unnecessary to lay stress upon the vast amount of extra 
work which will be entailed by a complete investigation of all ney 
titles offered for registration and the great increases of staff or the 
enormity of the delays that must result. 


As to New Rule 30.—Having regard to the nature of the property 
conferred by an absolute title, and the ease with which fraud could 
be committed in default of advertisement, itis submitted that no 
absolute title should be put on the register without prior advertise- 
ment. A perusal of sections 95, 96 and 98 of the 1875 Act and section 7 
(2) of the 1897 Act will suggest some idea of the danger of dispensing 
with advertisements. An indeterminate nght to be indemnified out 
of an insurance fund is poor comfort to a proprietor who has lost his 


land through some other person getting on the ter by fraud. 
This new rule is only another instance of the lengths to which the 


Land Registry are willing to go, and the risks they are prepared 
to run, in order to popularize absolute titles. Increase of expense in 
the registration o penonety. titles is to be encouraged as the pro- 
posed new rules and fees shew, but even a few shillings for adver- 
tisements, which the most ordinary caution demands, are to be 
saved where absolute titles are concerned. 


As to Rule 38.—This is an insidious rule conferring very wide 
powers on the registrar. It practically gives him an absolute dis- 
cretion as to what entries shall go on the register, and read with the 
penultimate clause of section 111 of the 1875 Act (referred to before), 
it would appear doubtful whether any appeal lies from his discretion 
and whether even the courts would have power to order an alteration 





The very jaxtaposition of these requirements, without taking into 
consideration the fact that under section 8 a possessory title is no 





or rectification of the register, 
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The Land Transfer Fee Rules. 


As to the Land Transfer Fee Rules, 1908, the following are com- 
parative tables, shewing the differences between the present and 
proposed fees on transactions in the Land Registry for valuable 
consideration : 
































which is promised registration will once more become voluntary in 
London. In such case it is essential that the burden entailed in 
getting off the register should not be too heavy, although proprietors 
might be content to rely on the dicta of Mr. Justice Cozens-Harpy 
in Capital and Counties Bank v. Rhodes (1903, 1 Ch. 531), leave their 
properties on the register, and deal with them by ordinary convey- 
ancing documents outside. 

Another point of in‘erest is that, even in dealing with an absolute 
title, where the value is £50,000 and upwards, the expense will be 
more than the expense of conveyancing under the old system. 
Thus the registry fee on £50,000 is £150, solicitor’s fee £22 1s., or a 
total of £172 1s., against £170 solivitor’s scale fee under Part L, 
Schedule I., of the Remuneration Order, 1882, and the registry fee is 
for carrying out a simple transaction, which, according to the 
Registrar’s contention, does not even require the intervention of a 
solicitor, whereas the solicitor’s scale tee is for responsible and 
intricate work. It should be remembered, too, that the scale fee may 
be, and often is, reduced ; the registry fee is irreducible. 

Tn average cases, too, of transfers, charges or transfers of charges on 
lands registered with possessory title, the expenses are likely to be 
greater under the proposed new feerules than they are in ordinary con- 
veyancing offthe register ; for there is in these cases the irreducible 
6s. per cent. registry fee in addition to the solicitor’s charges under 
Schedule IT. of the Remuneration Order, 1882, the charges in Schedule 
[I., Part II., of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, only applying where no 
title off the register is investigated. In fact, the position is that 
without the register simple conveyancing can be and often is done 
very cheaply, but with the register it must cost 6s. per £100 registry 
fee and the solicitor’s charges in addition. 

In column LV. of the Table given above are included Re-transfers to 
Mortgagors. These are not specially mentioned in Paragraph B 
or elsewhere in the new fee rules (an omission which should be 
rectified), but are considered to be included, as they are treated under 
the present rules as under the same heading as Transfers of Charges 
(see Brickdale and Sheldon, 2nd edition, p. 503, note (g)). 

The enormous increase in the fees for Transfers of Charges, Re- 
transfers to Mortgagors, and Entries under Rule 151 is one of the 
most striking features in these new fee rules. Every solicitor of 
experience in conveyancing matters knows that by far the greater 
number of transactions in connection with land are of the nature of 
mortgages and dealings with mortgages. Outside the Land Registry 
reconveyances to mortgagors cost generally from two to three guineas, 
and a great number of transfers of mortgages are put through for 
very little above the same fees, that is, of course, where, as quite 
frequently is the case, there is no investigation of title. 

Thé expenses of these transactions must on the average be enor- 
mously increased by Registration of Title, for there is, first of all, 
the Land Registry fee of 6s. per £100 and then the solicitor’s charges, 
the same as if the land were not registered, with the additional cost 

















L IL I. IV. | v. | VI. 
New Rules, 
(1) Registra - 
tion of 
Charge. 
| (2) Transfer Old Rules. Old Rules. 
of Land. (1) Registra- | (1) Transfer 
mae ane ie. Fa Rules. |} (3) —- -= of on ae 8. 
ue firs is- irst regis- 0 sharges. D8- 
of (antion with tration with Register. (2) Transfer fer to 
Land. possessory possessory or | (4) Transfer of Land. Mortgagor. 
titles on/y. absolute of Charge. ; (3) Removal | (3) Entries 
title. | (5) Re-trans- | from under 
| ferto | Register. Rule 151. 
| Mortgagor. | 
(6) Entries 
under | 
Rule 151. 
£ £ 8. d. £ 8. 4. £64. <]:.8:4. 6 £8, 4, 
100 060 012 0 7s + + a.F 010 
2u0 012 0 012 0 0120 | O12 0 020 
300 Ols 0 100 018 0 | 018 0 03 0 
400 140 140 140 140 040 
500 llvo 0 110 0 110 0 110 0 05 0 
600 116 0 116 0 116 0 116 0 060 
700 2.20 220 220 | 220 070 
800 280 28 0 280 | 280 08 0 
900 214 0 214 0 214 0 214 0 09 0 
1,000 300 3.00 | 300 | 300 010 0 
2,000 5 0 0 5 00 4S Bae & €. 100 
%,000 700 700 900 700 110 0 
4,000 8 00 800 12 00 | 8 00 200 
5,000 900 900 1 00 | 900 Maximum, 
6.000 10 0 0 10 0.0 18 0 0 10 0 0 
7,000 1100 11 0 0 21 00 11 0 0 
5,000 12 0 0 12200 2400 | 12 0 0 
9,000 13 0 0 13 00 27 00 13 00 
10,000 14 0 0 1400 30 0 O 1400 
20,000 19 0 0 19 0 0 60 0 0 19 0 0 
pred - > 0 24 ; 0 a . 0 200 
40, 0 29 0 20 0 2% 0 0 
5v,000 Maximum. 34 0=¢0 150 0 0 | Mazimum. 
60,000 | For absolute 39 0 O 165 0 0 | 
70,000 titles three 400 # 180 0 0 | 
80,000 times fee for 49 00 f 195 0 0 
90,000 possessory 54 0 0 # 210 0 0 
100,000 title, mini-| 59 0 0 2500 | 
Mum £3,/. and so on], Maximum, 
but with with no| 
certain al- maxinum, | 
lowan ces | | 
and arrange- | 
ments for | 
deferred | 
payments. 








The preceding table is an excellent commentary on, and confuta- 
tion of, the contention of supporters of Land Registry ‘that registra- 
tion cheapens dealings with Gad There are several interesting points 
to note. The first is that the fees for first registration are now to be 
assimilated, whether possessory or absolute title is required. The 
fee for registration with an absolute title is at present three times the 
fee for a possessory title, with certain allowances and arrangements 
for deferred payments. 

The proposed reduction in the mae of obtaining an absolute 
title is to be equalised by increasing the minimum fees and abolishing 
the maximum fees for obtaining a possessory title, and by making 
proprietors pay heavier fees than before for transactions after they 
are on the register. 

In any other business than that of an official department it would 
be deemed strange that a simple entry in the register following a 
transaction with a registered title should, as it will do where the 
consideration exceeds £1,000, cost more than the initial registration, 
which involves in every case under the proposed new rules “an 
investigation of title in accordance with the usual conveyancing 
practice.” Still'more, strange does it seem that all that same initial 
work should cost less than the simple entry which removes the title 
from a register. But so it. is A man whose property is worth 
£50,000 may get on the register for a fee of £34, but it will cost him 
£150 to get off again. The reason for this excessive charge is naively 
expressed in Brickdale and Sheldon’s book (p. 502, note (c) 2nd 
edition), “ unless the fee were at least equal to the fee for registering 
a transfer or charge, there would be a considerable immediate induce- 
ment to remove the land from the register on all sales and mort- 

es.” In other words, the deluded fly who has come voluntarily 
into the parlour will quickly realise that, whomsoever it may advan- 
tage, it will not be him. 

But the excessive amount of this fee for removal from the registry 


incurred by registry proceedings, unless the solicitor avails himself of 
Schedule II., Part I1., of the Land Transfer Rules, 1903, and charges 
10s. 6d. per £100 up to £1,000, with a sliding scale thereafter. In 
the latter event the expenses for the wretched. mortgagor would be 
further increased. The following example will illustrate more 
forcibly the proposed increase in the fees in ordinary transactions. 
Property is transferred for £20,000, charged for £12,000, charge 
transferred and subsequently retransferred to mortgagor. Here are 
the comparative fees :— 

Under Present Under Proposed 


Rules. Rules. 
sa. 4. Ss, 4 
Transfer sag aM me ve 19 0 0 60 0 0 
Charge for £12,000 cn se 19 0 0 36 0 0 
‘transfer of Charge see at 20 0 36 0 O 
Re-transfer to Mortgagor zis 20 0 36 0 0 
£42 0 


0 £168 0 0 








It will be seen that for four simple transactions the fees are to be 
four times as much under the new rules as under the old. A jump 
from £42 to £168 does not look like cheapening land transfer. 

The new fees prescribed in Paragraph D of the new fee rules pro- 
vide for cases where the consideration is wholly or partly in pont ehg 
tion of rents and for leaseholds. An analysig and tabulation of 
these fees shews that they are proposed to be increased on an equal 
with those under Paragraph D. 


In view of the Royal Commission which is now sitting these new 
rules, and the new foe rules, should receive the anxious attention of 
solicitors. They shew clearly how just have been the contentions of 
conveyancers throughout, that official conveyancing can neither sim- 
plify nor cheapen dealings with land. The supporters of registration 
realize that nothing but universal registration with absolute title can 
save the Land Registry, and they are determined to get that at what- 
ever cost. 





requires careful consideration. It may be that after the enquiry 
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Reviews. 
The Conflict of Laws. 


A Dickst or tae Law or ENGLAND witH REFERENCE TO THE 
ConFLict or Laws, — A. V. vicry, K.C. Sxconp Eprrion. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Twelve years have elapsed since the publication of the first edition 
of Professor Dicey’s now well-known work on the Conflict of Laws, 
and that book itself embodied a second edition of his book on Domicil. 
The present edition of the Conflict of Laws might, therefore, be 
expected to be, and is, particularly welcome to lawyers who have to do 
with questions involving the consideration of rights of status and 
property which arise in one part of the Empire, and have t0 be adjudi- 
cated upon in another part. For it is not private international law, as 
dealt with by such writers as Story, Westlake, &c., that Mr. Dicey’s 
book is concerned with, but private international law (practically a 
synonym for the rules to be observed where territorial laws conflict) 
as regarded in English couris, and not merely the courts of the 
United Kingdom, but the courts of the oversea dominions. The 
practitioner will appreciate the value of Mr. Dicey’s labours if he 
essays to find the answer to a troublesome problem in, say, Story’s 
Conflict of Laws, and turns from the highly abstract and -ometimes 
rather jejune, albeit valuable, propositions there laid down to the 
pages of the volume now under review. The truth is, the 
private international law of the British Empire is becoming more and 
more a law unto itself, and opinions of foreign jurists of even the 
highest eminence are becoming less and less necessary for the 
solution of concrete problems to be decided in British courts. One 
change made in the arrangement of the present edition of Mr. Dicey’s 
book is in itself eloquent as to the advance made since 1896—the 
omission of the American notes contained in the first edition. 

It is impossible here to even refer to all the important changes in 
detail made throughout the book,which is very much more than a mere 
noting-up of additional cases. The reader who desires to verify this 
statement may turn to p. 203, dealing with the court’s jurisdiction in 
cases of contracts relating to immoveables out of the jurisdiction, and 
compare with this passage p. 216 of the first edition. At pp. 528. 
et seq., the arrangement of the rules relating to the effect of domici 
on the owner’s transactions with moveable property, differs from that 
followed in the first edition; and if possibly greater prominence is 
given to the effect of domicil (as to which see also p. 728), it is stated 
clearly that no reported decision can be cited in support of the view 
that an assignment of moveables in England by way of gift or sale, 
valid by virtue only of an owner's foreign domicil, would prevail 
— a competing assignment otherwise valid by English local 
aw. 

Some exception may be taken to the form of a statement on p. 
503, where it is said: “Contracts with regard to land usually form 
part of an instrument which is meant to convey or alienate land or 
an interest in land.” Of course, in ordinary English conveyancing, 
a contract for sale of land is certainly, not uatally intended to form 
part of the conveyance, and it is not quite clear what is meant. On 
p. 190 it is laid down that ‘“‘any person is a British subject within 
the limits of any British possession . . . who is naturalized by 
any law duly made by the legislature of such possession.” This, in 
its context, rather implies that naturalization by an Act of the 
United Kingdom (¢.g., the Naturalization Act, 1870) is not restricted 
to making an alien a British subject “within the limits of” the 
United Kingdom. It is generally thought, however, that the Act of 
1870 has only this restricted effect, and that naturalization under it 
does not make the alien a British subject throughout the Empire. 

With respect to the universal and absolute application of the 
principle that, in determining rights over foreign land, the English 
courts apply the dea sitws, the statements made on pp. 500 et seq. are 
amply confirmed by a curious case on the law of exterritoriality, 
which is not, however, cited by Mr. Dicey. This case is Secretary of 
State v. Charlesworth (1901, A. C. 373), where the Privy Council held 
that, notwithstanding treaty rights of exterritoriality over land in 
Zanzibar, Mahomedan law (the /ex situs) must govern transactions 
with the land when these came before British courts. 


Puhlic Health. 


Lumugey’s Pusiic HeanrH. SEventH Eprrion. Vor. I.: THe 
Pustic Heattu Acts. By ALEXANDER Macmorran, K.C., and 
JOSHUA SCHOLEFIELD,: Barrister-at-Law. Vou. II.: APPENDICEs. 
By ALEXANDER Macmorran, K.C., and 8S. G. LusHineron, 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 


This edition will be welcome. The six years which have elapsed 
since the issue of the sixth edition have been prolific of legislation 
and of case law upon the subject of public health and the powers 
and duties of local authorities ; and each year renders it increasing] 
difficult for the practitioner to keep the fcr 








$ in the law accurately’ 


noted up either in his books or in his mind. A work which brings 
the law of this subject up to date is indispensable to those concerned 
in its practice, and the new edition of Lumley’s Public Health fulfils 
this requirement. 

We are disposed to approve the method, adopted by the original 
editors, and still retained, of annotating the material statutes section 
by section. Such a method is the most appropriate where the subject 
is a branch of the law which ultimately rests upon statute and not 
upon general principles. It has, however, certain disadvantages : the 
same subject is often dealt with in many sections of many Acts, and 
there is a danger that the effect upon a particular section of other 
enactments may be lost sight of in a note relating to one section 
only, and the unavoidable length of the notes upon a particular sec- 
tion tends to impair the consideration of that section as a part of one 
continuous enactment. The former difficulty is mitigated in the pre- 
sent edition by the numerous cross-references in the notes. These 
display the intimate knowledge of the entire law of the subject 
which a work of this nature demands, The latter difficulty ought 
always to be met by reference’ to the plain text of the enactment in 
juestion in an ordinary volume of the statutes. 

The new matter added is very large: the present edition is nearly 
half as large again as its predecessor. mongst the new Acis 
included is the Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1907, which 
confers upon the Local Government Board or the Home Secretary 
the very important power of putting into force in the districts of 
local authorities certain enactments which have hitherto been 
applied only through the medium of —— Bill legislation. The 
recent legislation as to the Housing of the Working Classes, Shop 
Hours, the Regulation of Advertisements and other matters, also 
find their place in this edition. The notes are carefully written and 
the effect of the judicial decisions is, as a rule, very correctly stated : 
where the combined effect of several decisions is doubtful, the editors 
have done their duty in referring to them with appropriate words of 
caution ; occasionally the reader is left to find his way amongst a 
chaotic mass of cases. 

There are, no doubt, occasional a such as the suggestion in the 
note to the Commons Act, 1876, that the necessity for obtaining 
certain consents under that Act has been modified by the Commons 
Act, 1899. But such slips are rarely discoverable, and the general 
accuracy and completeness of the work reflects credit on its editors. 
The index also is satisfactory, a matter of the first importance in a 
work of this nature: the type is good, but the binding seems to us 
hardly adequate for such ponderous volumes. 





Fraudulent and Voluntary Conveyances. 


Tue Law or FRAUDULENT AND VOLUNTARY CONVEYANCES: BEING 
A TREATISE ON THE STATUTES OF ELIZABETH AGAINST FRAUD- 
ULENT ALIENATIONS, AND ON THE Law oF VOLUNTARY 
Dispositions oF Property. By the late H. W. May, B.A. 
Turrp Eprtion. By W. Douetas Epwarps, LL.B., Barrister- 
at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


We have long been hoping for a new issue of this book. The 
first edition, published over thirty years ago, was a singularly 
original piece of work, representing in concise and practical form the 
decisions of nearly 300 years upon its subject-matter. The writer 
adopted the sound practice of using the language of the judges in enun- 
ciating principles, and collected and arranged his matter with industry 
and success. At the time he wrote, some branches of the 
subject were involved in doubt, poy aed removed, but 
these doubts were carefully discussed in the light of the author’s 
intimate knowledge of the subject. It is no wonder that the work 
attained the position of a standard treatise and is still constantly 
referred to by practitioners. a : 

The changes in the law which have occurred have necessitated 
much modification and alteration in the text. The practical repeal of 
27 Eliz. c. 4 by Lord Macnaghten’s Act has rendered obsolete a lar 
number of the decisions on the early statute,and they are only 
shortly noticed in the present edition. The editor discusses carefully, 
at pp. 160 and 161, the requirement of the recent Act that a voluntary 
conveyance, to be within its protection, must be “in fact made bond 
jide and without any fraudulent intent.” As to the former requirement 
—made bond fide—he suggests, on the authority of the decisions on 
those words in section 3 of 27 Eliz.c. 4, that “a conveyance 
may be held, upon the facts, to be wanting in 
faith, without proof of actual intent to defraud a subsequent 
purchaser” ; and that the words “without, any fraudulent intent” 
refer only to an intent which is fraudulent within the words of 27 
Eliz. c. 4, s. i—viz. “for the intent and of arepese to defraud 
and deceive such person or persons, bodies politic or corporations 
as... shall afterwards reaps &c. And he concludes that 
‘since the protection given to a voluntary conveyance by the Volun- 
tary Conveyances Act, 1893, is subject to the conveyance being ‘in 
fact made bond and without any fraudulent intent,’ it would 
seem that, to entitle a person claiming under a voluntary conveyance 
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to the benefit of the Act, he must be prepared to prove the bona fides 
and absence of fraudulent intent as matters of fact, in order to dis- 

lace the presumption of fraud which will arise under 27 Eliz. c. 4, in 
aed of the purchaser, from the mere fact of the prior conveyance 
having been voluntary, unless the transaction is marked by bona Jides 
and absence of fraudulent intent.” 

A useful change in the arrangement of the book is the grouping 
together of the decisions as to dispositions subject to the bankruptcy 
law, which are now well stated and arranged at pp. 133-150. 

The last part of the work relates to voluntary dispositions of pro- 
perty independently of the statute of Elizabeth, and in this somewhat 
extensive branch of the subject we find added carefully and accu- 
rately the recent decisions. We think that under Mr. Edwards’ 
editorship the book will ret»in its reputation. 


Overruled Cases. 


A Dicest or Cases OVERRULED, APPROVED, OR OTHERWISE DEALT 
WITH IN THE ENGLISH AND OTHER COURTS, WITH A SELECTION 
oF EXTRACTS FROM JUDGMENTS REFERRING To SucH CASEs. 
By Witu1m Anprew Georce Woops, LL.B. and Joxun 
Rrrenre, M.A., Barristers-at-Law. FounDED oN DALE AND 
LEHMANN’s Dicest or Cases OVERRULED, &c. IN THREE VOLs. 
S.evens & Sons (Limit<d) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


This book, as we can say from experience, is likely to prove of 
= service to practitioners. It is stated to include all cases which 

ve been overruled, questioned, or reversed down to the end of 
1906. The cases are arranged in the form of a digest under general 
headings, such as Bankruptcy, Bills of Sale, Executor and Adminis- 
trator, and so forth, with sub-headings to the more important heads, 
and avalyses at their commencement ; and the list of cases at the 
beginning of the first volume enables immediate reference to be made 
to any decision which has been affected by subsequent cases. The 
names of the cases in the digest have not only appended to them the 
name of the judge and date, and the words “ explained,” ‘‘ commented 
on,” “applied,” “followed,” “ considered,” “ overruled,” &c., 


but in very many instances they are followed by extracts from | oe +o , : 
; ; 5 — vy extracts from | administratif is the name of the special body of rules to which he 


udgments shewing the grounds on which these various operations | 


ave taken place ; and in the portions of the work to which we have 
referred as tests we have found these extracts very judiciously 
selected. The result is (1) to enable the practitioner to see at once 
whether any case on which he proposes to rely has been affected by 


to the reports, the grounds on which it has been approved or ques- 
tioned or overruled ; and (3) by reference to the appropriate sub- 


heading to the general head to form a very fair idea o e existing | qv Snel; . 
8 3 y fair idea of the existing | {he English law relating to real property constitutes, it is under- 


Jaw on the subject with which he is dealing. 

The cases are taken from all the series of reports, and references 
to each series in which a case is reported are given. To take an 
instance both of the value of this wide collection of decisions and 
of the care with which the work has been edited, we took, as a test 
a decision which we knew had been reversed, and was only reported 
in the Weexty Reporrer and Law Jimes of nearly ten years ago. 
Here. we thought, we may catch the editors napping ; either the 
case will have been overlooked, or its reversal, reported in subsequent 
volumes of those reports, will not have been noticed. We turned up 
the case and found it duly stated, with the “reversed 60 L. T 
514 ; 37 W. BR. 200; 53 J. P. 357—C.A.” Other tests have proved 
equally satisfactory. 

The work is, in fact, a monument of well-applied labour, and we 
hope it will meet with the success it deserves. . 
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Insurance. 


Tue Laws or InsuRanc gz: Fire, Lire, Acctpent anp GUARANTEE. 
Expopyine Cases 1s THe Encuisn, Scorcn, Inisn, AMERICAN, 
AverealLias any Casapias Courts. By James Bicos Porter 

. , "ao re 
Barrister-at-Law, assisted by Wiriuiam Feitpen Crass, MLA 
Barrister-at-Law. Firrn Epirion. Stevens & Haynes. 


This work, as the title shews, covers practically all forms of | 


insurance except marine insurance, the importance and scope of which 
require separate treatment. The controlling principle in insurance 


law is, it is pointed ont, indemnity, and the liability of the insurer is | 


measured accordingly ; but life and accident policies stand on a 
different footing, and this exception is fully discussed in Chapter I 
om the Nature of the Contract of Insurance. 
the Legislature has already made correction necessary in thischapter 
since the amount received from a life insurance policy can no longer 
be taken into account in assessing damages under Lord Campbells Act. 
The chapter on Disposition of Life Policies treats of a subject of much 





| grasp, and in his view 
| it would almost seem as if an English lawyer must try and forget his 


subsequent decisions ; (2) in very many cases to see, without reference | eninery Solean ef eadiiancees ont Meaty sad. pet Manet 


| a workable knowledge of English law as a whole. 





practical importance, and the mode and effect of assignment are 
carefully discussed. So also, in regard to fire, are the obligations of 
tenants and limited owners to insure. According to Seymour v. 
Vernon (21 L. J. Ch. 433) a tenant for life who insures, being under 
no obligation to do so, can take the insurance moneys for his own 
benefit. This was followed by Kekewich, J., in Gaussen v. Whatman 
(93 L. T. 101). Mr. Porter criticizes these decisions, and in practice 
they can be excluded by the remainderman requiring the money to be 
laid out in rebuilding under section 83 of the Fire Prevention (Metro- 
polis) Act, 1774. Reference is made to the recent case of Ke 
Quicke’s Trusts (1908, 1 Ch. 887), where Swinfen Eady, J., so held. 
It is one of the oddities of legislation that this statute, notwithstand- 
ing its title, is of general application. In the work as a whole not 
many changes appear to have been made, only four years having 
elapsed since the last edition, but upwards of sixty new cases 
have, it is stated in the preface, been added. 





The Law of the Constitution. 


INTROMUCTION TO THE STUDY OF THE LAW OF THE CONSTITUTION. 
By A. V. Dicny, K-C. Sevenra Eprrion. Macmillan & Co. 
(Limited). 


The Law of the Constitution does not, like books that em- 
body the result of the ceaseless output of case law, change 
greatly in successive editions, The present edition, however, 
does differ in one important respect from the last, the sixth 
edition of 1902. Chapter XII. (pp. 324-401), dealing with the 
rule of law compared with droit administrati/, has been re- 
written. The history, meaning and scope of the French droit adminis- 
tratif are admirably set out by Professor Dicey, who gives the 
following description of it (p. 329): “It may, for our present pur- 
pose, be best described as that portion of French law which deter- 
mines (i.) the position and liabilities of all state officials, (ii.) the civil 
rights and liabilities of private individuals in their dealings with 
officials and representatives of the State, and (iii.) the procedure by 
which these rights and liabilities are enforced.” The state official 
in France, is in fact outside the ordinary law, and the drott 


is amenable. The notion of a large class of citizens being 
outside the ordinary law is so difficult for an Englishman to 
so extraordinary and anomalous, that 


in a special frame of mind to understand his French friend’s system. 
It must not, however, be forgotten that a Frenchman would have 
almost as much difficulty in appreciating some parts of our English law. 
stood, a very serious barrier in the way of a French !awyer acquiring 
é edg i In each case, an 
intelligent appreciation of the foreign system must result in a bet er 
and more scientific knowledge of the home system. 





Actionable Defamation. 


A Cope or THE Law or ACTIONABLE DEFAMATION. 
ConTInvous COMMENTARY AND APPENDICES. By 
Spencer Bowrr, K.C. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). ° 


This is a new book of considerable importance, and one which is 
likely in time to come to be recognized as the leading text-book on 
the subject. Certainly, in our opinion, no older work deals with the 
law of defamation so scieutifically, so fully, and so minutely. As the 
title expresses, the book takes the form of a Code, each article of 
which is accompanied by notes consisting of a commentary and 
references to the decided cases. Each article is a concise statement 
of a leading proposition of law; and the whole Code forms an 
analytical exposition in logical order of the principles of law relating 
to defamation regarded as a tort. The work does not profess to deal 
with defamation asa crime ; but one of the many appendices ives a 
short account of the subject from that point of view, and pam ty 
identities and distinctions between the two system "The most guper- 
ficial examination of the book affords proof that it is the result of 
much research and of very great labour ; and the author is to be con- 
gratulated both on his industry and on the excellence of his style 
Opinions will differ on the wisdom of his substitution of the word 

immunity” for the time-honoured “ privilege,” but undoubtedly he 


WITH A 
GEORGE 


| gives good reasons for so doing. The word “malice” } ; 
: . , 16 uses 
In one point, however, | . ises Only 


in the sense of what is sometimes called “express malice,” never as 
including the mere absence of just cause. It is unfortunate that 
the word ever came to be used in the latter misleading sense. The 
book is one which no lawyer's library should be without, and which 
no one engaged in a libel action should fail to consult, 
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Law of Horses. 


Law or Horsks, INCLUDING THE LAW OF INNKEEPERS, VETERINARY 
Surcrons, &c. By Grorce H. H. OxrpHant, Barrister-at-Law. 
Sixta Epirion. By Ciement ELPHINSTONE Lioyp, Barrister- 
at-Law. THE VETERINARY PoRTION REVISED by T. C. Barron, 
M.R.C.V.S. Wits Canaptan Nores by CuartzEs Morse, D.C.L. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


This work, which is of importance not only to lawyers but to all 
who are interested in the subject of horses, bas now reached its sixth 
edition. Owing to many cases decided since the issue of the fifth 
edition in 1898, and especially those in the Court of Appeal, a new 
edition had become desirable. These cases have been dealt with in 
their proper places and, where necessary, the judgments have 
been embodied in the text. Much that is new and important 
will be found, for instance, on the subject of Auctions and Hiring 
of Horses. On the former subject there will be found an exposition 
of the important case of Rainbow v. Howkins (1904, 2 K. B. 322), 
on the implied authority of an auctioneer to sell without reserve, and 
on the latter subject of the equally important case of Sanderson v. 
Collins (1904, 1 K. B. 628), on the hability of a bailee for the 
negligence of his servant. Notes of Canadian cases have been 
supplied by the Deputy Registrar of the Exchequer Court of Canada, 
and add greatly to the value of the book to the profession on the 
other side of the Atlantic. That part of the work which deals with 
veterinary subjects has been carefully revised by an eminent 
M.R.C.V.S. This expert collaboration is a praiseworthy innovation 
of the present edition. Mr. Lloyd has succeeded in giving the 
profession a very complete, accurate, and up-to-date exposition of 
this branch of the law. 





Local Government. 


EncycLoP&£DIA OF LocaL GOVERNMENT BoaRD REQUIREMENTS 
AND Practice. By A. E. Woop and T. R. Jonnson, Barristers- 
at-Law. In Two Vo.tumEs. Butterworth & Co. ;Shaw & Sons. 


Without being strictly a lawyer’s book, this work contains much 
matter which should be of service to practitioners in this branch of 
the law. The opinions of the Local Government Board are not 
binding authorities, but they go to form a settled practice, and it is 
often easier to upset a judicial decision than to induce a depart- 
ment to deviate from the course which it has marked out for itself. 
It is, therefore, very desirable that the advisers of local authorities 
(or of their opponents) should be acquainted with the practice which 
obtains with the central, and often autocratic, authority. This 
knowledge has hitherto been almost inaccessible. The present 
volumes are, so far as we are aware, the first attempt to collect and 
circulate it. The mode of making applications to the Board, their 
requirements and procedure, and the general principles upon which 
they act in different matters, are all dealt with in this book. The 
arrangement in alphabetical order of the subjects of the Board’s 
jurisdiction is excellent and is assisted by a good index. Cross- 
divisions and some repetitions are inevitable in such a work, but 
this is a very slight (if any) disadvantage from the point of view of 
the seeker after information. These volumes bring out clearly the 
enormous extent and importance of the Board’s functions, and the 
task of the authors in discovering and arranging the practice as to 
the exercise of these functions must have been very arduous, Of the 
sixty-nine heads under which the subjects are grouped perhaps that 
relating to borrowing by local authorities is the most important : it 
contains a useful summary of the chief statutory borrowing powers. 





Company Law. 


THE SECRETARY'S MANUAL ON THE LAW AND PRACTICE OF JOINT 
Stock Companies. Wits Forms aND PRECEDENTS. By JAMES 
Frrzparrick, F.C.A., and T, E. Haypon, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
TweELrtH Epition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


The prevalent custom of carrying on business by means of limited 
companies has made it incumbent on a large class of persons to have 
a practical acquaintance with the requirements of the Companies 
Acts, and recent changes in the law make it essential that their 
knowledge of these requirements should be brought up to date. 
Hence a new edition of the Secretary’s Manual, in which the 
provisions of the Act of 1907 have been incorporated, will 
generally welcomed by secretaries and others engaged in the 
management of companies, For the lawyer also it contains 
information which is likely to be useful—such as that on pp. 209-224 
in regard to Stock Exchange quotations, and there are references to the 
more important company decisions--such as the recent cases on 
forged certificates (/twben v. Great Fingall Consolidated Co., 1906, 
A. ©. 439), and the effect of certification of shares (George Whitchurch 





Limited) v. Cavanagh, 1902, A. C. 117). The requirements as to regis- 
ae ayn wactenale id ckanues under section 10 of the Companies 
Act, 1907, are stated, and the practice as to the issue of debentures 
and debenture stock clearly explained ; and a list extending over 
thirteen pages is given of penalties which may be incurred by the 
company or its directors and officers. This dees not profess to be 
complete, but it should have included the new penalty of £50 for 
being a party to default in holding the annual meeting : Companies 
Act, 1907, s. 24. There are numerous forms throughout the book and 
in the appendix, and the Revised Table A is included. 





Nuisances. 


Tue Law or Nutsances. By Epmunp W. Garrert, Metropo- 
litan Police Magistrate, and Henry G. Garrett, Solicitor. 
Turrp Epition. Butterworth & Co. 


The subject of this book covers a very wide field, and the book 
deals with a vast number of offences of very different descriptions. 
Thus, in a glance at the Table of Contents, we may read—“ Nuisances 
in Respect of Highways,” “ ane Houses,” “Cattle Straying,” 
“Infectious Disorders,” “Fortune Telling,” “Bathing,” and many 
other headings having nothing in common with one another, 
except that the offences descri may be nuisances. It is an 
important branch of law, and this book is an admirable exposition 
of it—a fact that has come to be acknowledged by the profession. 
Some years have elapsed since the second edition was published, 
and during that time many relevant Acts of Parliament have been 
passed (notably the Motor-car Act, 1903), and some hundreds of 
decisions in point have been reported his new edition preserves 
all the merits of its predecessor, and has been fully and carefully 
brought up to date. 





International Documents. 


INTERNATIONAL Documents: A CoLLEcTIon oF INTERNATIONAL 
CONVENTIONS AND DECLARATIONS OF a Law-Makrnc Kinp. By 
E. A. Wurrtuck, B.C.L. (Oxon.). Longmans, Green & Co. 


Anyone having occasion to ascertain the precise terms of the 
declarations and conventions which make up a considerable part of 
public international law among the European nations will certainly 
find this a useful volume. Such documents as the Declaration of 
Paris, 1856, the Convention of Geneva, 1864, or the Declaration 
of St. Petersburg (these constitute Part I. of the book) are here 
printed, in French and English on opposite pages. Part II. consists 
of the documents resulting from the _ seed Peace Conference, 1899, 
and of the Geneva Convention, 1906, all in French and English. 
These two parts occupy a third of the book, and the remaining two- 
thirds (200 pages)are taken up with the results of the Hague Peace Con- 
ference, 1907. But the various conventions, &c., here set out (in French 
and English as before) have not all been ratified, and it is extremely 
doubtful whether some of them (notably Convention X1L, setting up 
an International Prize Court) ever will be ratified, at any rate by 
Great Britain. The editor would have done well to omit Part 
ILL., for nothing is more dangerous to the peace of mind of a lawyer 
(especially if he be in a hurry)—-or a diplomatist for the matter of 
that—than to find something in the nature of a Bill—a projet de los 
—printed between the same covers andin the same type as actual 
completed statutes. No quantity of warning footnotes can atone 
for this. A minor criticism is that there is no general table of 
contents, and this is the less excusable seeing that there is no index. 
It seems to us that what might have been_a useful publication 
has been marred by some precipitation in bringing it out. 





Equity. 

Gipson AND Wetpon’s Arps to Equity : Inrenpep as a Guipr 
To THAT DirricuLt BuT EssEnTIAL Work, SNELL’s PRincrpnes 
or Equity (Firreenta Eprrion). Erenra Eprrion. By the 
Author and H. Grsson Rrvineton, M.A. The “Law Notes” 
Publishing Offices. 


This book is intended to assist the student in his reading of 
“Snell,” which is not inaptly described on the title-page as difficult. 
Each chapter is taken in order, and explana remarks are made 
on it, Then follows a list of the ma in the chapter which the 
student should note, and this is followed by the most important 
statutes and cases. The chapter on Mortgages contains a useful list 
of such cases, ——— some of the recent cases on clogging the 
equity, such as Noakes & Co, v. Rice (1902, A. C. 24) and among 
the relevant statutes is included a reference to section 10 of the 
Companies Act, 1907, requiring the registration of company mort- 
gages and charges, The gives very useful help to the student, 
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Legal Phraseology. 


Moziey anp Warretey’s Law Dictionary. Tuatrp Eprtion. By 
Leonarp H. West, LL.D., and F. G. Neave, LL.D., Solicitor. 
Butterworth & Co. 

This book gives short and clear definitions of the words and phrases 
which are met with in legal works and legal discussion, and will be 
found useful by the large class of practitioners who cannot pretend 
to be omniscient. Persons not continually dealing with bills of ex- 
change may be excused for not knowing what an “allonge” is, and 
it is only occasionally that the expression a gui tam action is met 
with. These arg merely specimens of the unusual words or phrases 
as to which a rk of reference may be required. The present 
edition has bee: amplified by the introduction of a number of new 
titles and the ‘nsertion of additional Latin maxims with translations. 
It is very well printed and arranged, and under the head of “ Reports” 
a catalogue is given of reports up to the present time, with the periods 
over which they extend, and the usual reference abbreviations. 


The Law of Torts. 


A ComPENDIUM oF THE Law oF Torts, SPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR THE 
Use or Stupents. By Hue Fraser, M.A., LL.D., Barrister- 
at-Law. Sevents Epirton. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

It is not altogether easy to state the law of torts in a small volume, 
but that Mr. Fraser has succeeded in the attempt is evidenced by the 
fact that this students’ work now appears in a seventh edition. Its 
success is probably due to the fact that the book is so arranged and 
written as to bring into sharp prominence the theoretical and practical 
aspects of the forms of tort which are discussed. Thus in the chapter 
on Negligence, the circumstances which give rise to legal liability for 
negligence are first stated, and then the author distinguishes the 
provinces of the judge and jury in actions for negligence, and sum- 
marizes the facts which the plaintiff must prove before the judge 
can allow the evidence to go to the jury. In the chapter on Fraud, 
Derry v. Peek (14 App. Cas. 337) is first stated as embodying the 
general principles of the law, and the various points in the liability 
for fraud are then illustrated by subsidiary authorities. The book 
is a useful introduction to the fuller works on the subject. 


Books-of the Week. 


Weights and Measures: being the Weights and Measures Acts, 
1878 to 1904, the Board of Trade Regulations, 1907, Statutory Pro- 
visions relating to the Sale or Checking of Various Commodities by 
Weight or Measure ; together with the Principles of Weighing and 
Measuring. 3y James Roserts, M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. 
Third Edition. Chas. Knight & Co. (Limited). 


Burge’s Commentaries on Celonial and Foreign Laws generally, 
* and in Their Conflict with Each Other and with the Law of England. 
New Edition. Under the General Editorship of ALEXANDER Woop 
Renton, Justice of the Supreme Court of Ceylon; and Grorce 
GRENVILLE Puitiimoryr, B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. In Five Vols. 
Vol. 2. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited) 

Bateman’s Law of Auctions. . With Forms, Precedents and 
Statutes. Eighth Fdition. By Granam Mou p, Barrister-at-Law. 
The Estates Gazette (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The Old Age Pensions Act, 1908, together with the Regulations 
Made Thereunder, Official Circulars and Financial Instructions by 
the Treasury, with Notes. By C. A. Montacue Bartow, LL.D., 

Barrister-at-Law, and G. L. Gomme, Clerk to the London 
County Council. Eyre & Spottiswoode (Limited). 


Rates, Taxes, and Other Outgoings, to which Real Property is 
Subject. By CG. S. Mrrcenenz, F.S.L Effingham Wilson. Price 
3s. 6d. 











Correspondence. 


The Profession. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitor? Journal and Weekly Reporter,] 


Sir,—1 think that in the last few lines of your notes on Current 
Topics in your issue of the 10th inst., under the head of “The Law 
Society's Examinations.” you state in a nutshell one essential course 
which should be adopted to maintain the honour and dignity of the 
solicitors’ profession. 

You then wrote: “Much has been done to improve the legal 
education of students under articles ; little has been attempted by 
way of improving the typeof student. If more attention were given 
to csentitions regulating admission to the profession, it is probable 
we should hear lens than we do as to the necessity of maintaining its 





Oct. 31, 1908. 


I have personally been advocating this for years, and I do hope the 
Council of the Law Society will bear in mind your advice and act 
upon it. 

. would further suggest that solicitors should follow the example 
of the Stock Exchanges, and provide that security, for say £2,000, 
should be found by a solicitor for three years from the date of his 
commencing to practise on his own account. 

This would have a good effect in more ways than one. 

A 30 Years’ Country SUBSCRIBER. 


October 24. 





A Living Wage for Solicitors. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and. Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—An event recently reported to have happened at Derhy would 
seem to hold some moral for the profession. 

The Education Committee being in want of an assistant medical 
officer in connection with the inspection of scholars offered 
a yearly salary of £200. The local doctors did not consider that sum 
a living wage, and when the committee sent its advertisement to the 
two leading medical journals, each refused to insert it. The man- 
ager.of one of the papers wrote that “in the opinion of the British 
Medical Association these whole-time appointments should receive 
a minimum wage of £250 per annum.” At a subsequent meeting of 
the committee a resolution was passed to conform to the opinion of 
the Medical Association and make the salary £250. 

This raises a pretty problem. If £200 per annum is not a living 
wage for a doctor, why should £150, or even less, be a living wage 
for a solicitor? Some years back the Derby Corporation advertised 
for an assistant solicitor at—I think—£150 perannum. Quite lately 
another corporation was offering £100 per annum. I have heard 
myself of £40 per annum being offered to an admitted managing clerk, 
while it is stated 'that a few weeks ago an advertisement appeared in 
a lay paper offering 15s. per week! Again, another advertisement 
offers to a solicitor between thirty and thirty-five years of age 
university or public school man preferred—£150 per annum and 
5 per cent. commission on profits. 

There are many capable young solicitors in the profession who, in 
the elegant language of a speaker at the Birmingham meeting, wish 
they had been “strangled at birth.” If the Law Society would take 
some action in such cases it might be worth the while of young mem- 
bers of the profession to join it, but perhaps the powers that be look 
at this matter too much from the employers’ point of view to care to 
attempt a raising of the standard wage. MANAGING CLERK. 

October 28. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


WHITE AND ANOTHER v. BUTT. No. 1. 20th Oct. 


Practice—Security ror Costs—Costs or AcCTION—TRUSTEES OF A 
Deep or SEPpARATION—INSOLVENT PLAIntTIFF—NOMINAL PLAINTIFF— 
PLAINTIFF WITH NO BENEFICIAL INTEREST. 


An insolvent plaintiff, who sues as trustee under a separation deed 
to recover alleged arrears of alimony which the husband had covenanted 
to pay to the trustee on behalf of the lady, and which the lady could 
not have sued for in her own name, although in no way beneficially 
interested in the subject-matter of the claim, is not such a ‘‘ nominal 
plaintiff’’ as may be ordered to pire security for the costs of the action. 

Greener (suing as Trustee of Goldberg) v. Kahn & Co. (Limited) 
(1906, 2 K. B. 374) considered and explained. 


Appeal by the defendant from the refusal of Eve, J., at chambers, 
to order the plaintiffs, trustees of a deed of separation, to give security 
for the costs of an action brought to enforce alleged arrears of payments 
under the deed. The grounds of the appeal were that the plaintiffs, 
who admittedly were insolvent, being mere trustees for another person 
without any personal interest in the subject-matter of the claim in the 
action, on the authority of Greener v. Kahn & Co. (Limited) (1906, 
2 K. B. 374), might be ordered to find security for the costs of the 
action. The facts were somewhat peculiar. The plaintiffs commenced 
an action against the defendant Butt on the 15th of December, 1906, 
who delivered his defence on the 11th of February, 1907. On the 15th 
of April, 1907, the plaintiffs gave notice of discofftinuance, and on the 
3rd of May, 1907, the defendant signed judgment for his costs. The 
defendant was unable to obtain payment of his costs in that action, 
and ultimately obtained an order for the examination of the plaintiffs 
as to their means. The depositions of the plaintiffs shewed them to 
be absolutely without means and unable to satisfy the judgment debt 
against them. On the 24th of July, 1908, the writ in the present action 
was issued by the plaintiffs, claiming, as in the first action, as trustees, 
arrears of alimony from the defendant alleged to be due to Mra, Butt. 
Before the action could be heard it was ape | under ord, 26, r. 4, 
for the trustees to pay the judgment debt, and accordingly the da 
that the writ was issued the costs of the discontinued action were paid, 
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The defendant applied by summons for security, and proved the in- 
ability of the plaintiffs to pay by the depositions made by them in the 
previous examination as to their means. The Master declined to order 
security on the general ground that it was not the practice to require 
a trustee to do so when acting bond fide in the interest of his cestut que 
trust. The jrise, with some hesitation, affirmed the Master, being at 
first inclined to think that Greener v. Kahn & Co. (Limited) entitled 
the defendant to succeed, but granted leave to appeal. The defendant 
appealed. In support of the appeal counsel relied on Greener v. Kahn 
& Co. (Limited) only. He pointed out that it was extremely rare to 
have evidence of the insolvency of a plaintiff who was a trustee apart 
from bankruptcy proceedings. Here the plaintiffs admitted that if 
the action failed they could not pay, and it was not disputed that they 
had no interest in the subject-matter of the action, their duty under 
the deed of separation being merely to collect and pay the alimony to 
Mrs. Butt. In several reported cases decided before Greener’s case 
there were dicta to the general effect that a ‘‘ nominal plaintiff’? who 
was insolvent must give security for costs. The earlier cases were all 
cases where either the cause of action had been assigned to a nominal 
plaintiff in view of proceedings or were cases where the plaintiff after 
the commencement of proceedings had assigned his cause of action. 
Then came the decision in Greener’s case, and it was there held that 
the trustee of a deed of assignment of the property of another upon trust 
for the creditors of the assignor is not, if shewn to be insolvent, 
exempt from liability to give security for costs of an action brought 
to raois | out the trusts of the deed. Without hearing counsel for the 
plaintiffs, 

Tue Court dismissed the application. 

VAUGHAN Wiu1Ms, L.J., referred to the passage in Cowell v. Taylor 
(31 Ch. D. 34) cited by Collins, M.R., in his judgment in Greener’s 
case, and to the cases cited there in argument, and said that in his 
opinion these decisions applied only to cases where a person, being in 
a position himself to sue, assigned his cause of action to an insolvent 
person in order that he might escape liability for costs. Then came 
Greener’s case, which it was said carried the liability of a trustee into 
the category of a “nominal plaintiff.” But the plaintiffs here were 
not in the position of a trustee of a bankrupt. A trustee in a bank- 
ruptcy had statutory duties to perform, and acted under the control 
of the court, and if he became insolvent he would be removed. Nor 
had they assigned their cause of action. He thought the order refusing 
to direct security was right. 

Bucktey, L.J., admitted that he was shocked at the proposition put 
forward on behalf of the appellant, as it would cover every case of a 
trustee under a settlement suing in respect of trust property. It was 
very seldom that a trustee had any beneficial interest. In this par- 
ticular case the covenant was entered into with the trustees, and there- 
fore the wife could never have sued for arrears of alimony in her own 
name. The only persons who could sue the defendant—the husband— 
were the original trustees to the deed or persons deriving title from 
them. He agreed that Greener’s case did not apply. The fact that a 
plaintiff had no beneficial interest in the action did not necessarily 
make him a ‘‘ nominal plaintiff’’ within the rule as laid down in all 
the earlier cases. No doubt in the sense that they had no beneficial 
interest the trustee of a marriage settlement, of a deed of separation or 
a debenture trust deed was a “‘ nominal plaintiff,’’ but they could not 
on the ground of mere insolvency be required to give security for costs. 
He considered the order was right. 

Kennepy, L.J., concurred. Appeal dismissed, with costs.—Counssn, 
R. Roope Reeve; A. a Beckett Terrell. Soxscrtors, Stileman & Neate ; 
E. G. Van Tromp. 

[Reported by Ersxrne Rem, Barrister-at-Law. | 


E, ALEXANDER (LIMITED) v. VALENTINE & SONS (1907) (LIMITED). 
No, 1. 24th Oct. 


PRACTICE—WRIT—SERVICE OUT OF THE JURISDICTION—ACTION FOR 
DAMAGES AND AN INJUNCTION—-ALLEGATION THAT CLAIM FOR INJUNC- 
TION WAS ILLUSORY, AND MADE SOLELY FOR PuRPOSE oF FOUNDING 
JURISDICTION—OFFER BY DEFENDANT TO GIVE AN UNDERTAKING NOT 
To ISSUE ANY MORE OF THE CIRCULARS COMPLAINED OF—R. S8. C. 1883, 
XI. 1 (F). 

I'he defendants, a Scottish limited company registered in Scotland, 
issued a circular stating that they had the exclusive right to print and 
publish picture postcards of the Franco-British Exhibition, and warn- 
ing customers not to purchase picture postcards of the exhibition printed 
and published by the plaintiffs, an English firm carrying on business in 
London. The plaintiffs issued the writ in the action claiming damages 
for libel and an injunction. The Master, whose decision was affirmed 
by the judge, granted leave to serve the writ out of the jurisdiction on 
the dalendonts at Dundee. The defendants appealed, on the ground 
that, having — to undertake not to issue any more of the circulars, 
the court would not order an injunction to issue, and further that in 
the circumstances it was not the proper remedy to seek. Consequently 
the claim for an injunction was not bond fide, and the order was 
wrongly made. 

Held, that, as, at the time that the writ was issued, the defendants 
were sending out the circulars complained of, the subsequent offer of an 
undertaking to desist from doing so was no defence to the plaintiffs’ 
claim for an injunction, and further that this was a case where the 
claim for an injunction could properly be granted in the discretion of 
the court, and was, therefore, a bond fide claim on which jurisdiction 
could be founded. 


Watson and Sons (Limited) v. Daily Record (Glasgow) (Limited) 
(1907, 20 Times L. R. 333), affirmed. 


Appeal by the defendants from an order of Channell, J., at 
chambers, refusing leave to set aside the service of the writ in the 
action. The ground of the application was that, being a Scottish 
company, carrying on business at Dundee, they were out of the juris- 
diction of the English courts, and that in the circumstance leave to 
serve them out of the jurisdiction had been improperly granted. 
Counsel for the appellants said that the plaintiffs, who carried on 
business in London, sued the defendants, claiming damages for alleged 
libel contained in an undated circular, first issued by the defendants 
in or about the month of September last, and headed “‘ Franco-British 
Exhibition Postcards.’’ They further claimed an ip,unction restrain- 
ing the defendants from continuing to issue the cif#lar. Counsel said 
that the point was this: On the authorities it ‘Wis clear that the 
defendants, being a limited company, could only be served at their 
registered offices, which were at Dundee, and could not be served 
through an agent in this country. According to the rules relating to 
the service of a writ out of the jurisdiction, leave so to serve a writ 
in an action for libel would only be granted if an injunction were also 
claimed in regard to acts committed in England. In this case an 
injunction was claimed, and therefore technically the plaintiffs were 
within the rule which gave jurisdiction to grant service out of the 
jurisdiction. But his-contention was that, having regard to the nature 
of the alleged libel, an injunction was not the remedy which the court 
would be likely to grant, and that therefore the claim for an injunc- 
tion was only made in order to bring the case within the jurisdiction 
of the English courts. The circular which was issued by the defen- 
dants, and to which the plaintiffs took exception, was as follows : 
‘‘ Franco-British Exhibition Postcards. As you are doubtless aware, 
we are the only official postcard printers and publishers of the Franco- 
British Exhibition, for which we received the sole concession and 
monopoly. We are informed by the management of the Franco- 
British Exhibition that postcards containing views of the Exhibition 
have been, or are being, printed and published and retailed by 
unauthorised persons, and that they are contemplating taking action 
in court against these persons. We have to point out to you that as 
we are the sole monopolists and concessionaires for such postcards, 
authorised by the Exhibition authorities, unauthorised persons print- 
ing, publishing, or selling or retailing such tcards will be liable 
in damages. We think it 5 to give this intimation and to point 
out that all postcards authorised bear the imprint ‘ Valentine's 
Series.’’’ Assuming that the circular contained very serious allega- 
tions, the remedy was not likely to be by injunction. The court would 
never grant an injunction when there was evidence that the thing 
which the injunction was to stop being done would not be done, and 
the defendants had discontinued to circulate the circular and had 
expressed their intention of not again circulating it. The facts showed 
that there was no apprehension of the circular being sent out in 
future, and by the time the action came to be tried all interest in the 
postcards would have ceased, as the Exhibition closed at the end of 
October. Therefore the claim for an injunction was here merely a 
colourable device to bring the case within the jurisdiction of the 
court. He cited Watson and Sons v. Daily Record (Glasgow), Limited 
(23 Times L. R. 333). Without calling on counsel for the respondents, 

Bucxtey, L.J., said the appeal must be dismissed. The order 
refusing to set service of the writ aside was right, and must be 
affirmed. No doubt if the plaintiffs were claiming an injunction simply 
for the purpose of founding jurisdiction, the court could in its discre- 
tion refuse leave. That was so decided in Watson and Sons, Limited, 
v. Daily Record (Glas ), Limited, referred to above. In this case 
the substance of the claim was that the defendants alleged that they 
held the exclusive rights to print and publish picture postcards of the 
‘White City,” and that the plaintiffs had infringed those rights. Tha 
was a case in which an injunction could be sought, and it was no 
defence to the plaintiffs’ claim to say that the defendants did not 
intend to publish any more of the postcards complained of. It seemed 
to him that the = an ingonation _ not md enna — put 
forward merely for the purpose of founding jurisdiction, was a 
bond fide rat 4 The order made by the master and affirmed by the 
judge, giving leave oe vo out of the jurisdiction under 
ord. 11, r. 1 (f) was perfectly mght. sav at = M 

KENNEDY, os A ness | Appeal dismissed.—CounsEL, Norman 
Craig; BE. G. Palmer, Soxrcrrors, Thos. Cooper & Ce. ; W hitehouse, 
Veasey & Co. 
(Reported by Exsxrwe Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
AN APPLICATION OF THE NATIONAL STARCH CO. 
2s Oe ie, FOR THE REGISTRATION OF A TRADE-MARK 
Warrington, J. 15th and 16th Oct. 

Trape-MarkK—Grocrapaica, Name—Sprecian Appurcation ror Reers- 
TRATION—Distinct1ve MarRK—Mark ALREADY ISTERED FOR 
Srumar Goops—Trape-Marks Act, 1905 (5 Ep. 7, c. 15), s. & 

“ Oswego” held to be a distinctive mark for cornflour or prepared 
corn, 
Thi ication under section 9 sub-section 5 of the Trade- 

Marks Act, T00e tor the registration of the word “ Oswego” as the 








trade-mark of the National Starch Co. for cornflour or prepared corn 
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for use as food in Class 42. The application was referred by the Board 
of Trade to the court. In support of the application it was stated that 
the name “‘Oswego”’ had been exclusively associated with the corn- 
flour manufactured by the applicants for many years past, and was 
known through its association with the applicants’ goods rather than 
as a geographical name. In accordance with the direction of the Board 
of Trade, notice of motion was served on the Registrar of Trade-Marks 
and on Messrs. Peek, Frean & Co. (Limited), which firm was already 
— as proprietors of two trade-marks consisting of the word 
“*OQswego,”” surrounded by a design, one mark for biscuits and the 
other for all goods in Class 42 except biscuits and cornflour. Messrs. 
Peek, Frean & Co. did not oppose. On behalf of the Registrar of 
Trade-Marks it was argued that confusion would necessarily arise 
from the registration of ‘‘Oswego’’ by the applicants, and that they 
should register ‘Oswego Cornflour.”’ 

Warercron, J., said that the question to decide was whether the 
word “‘Oswego ’’ was “ distinctive ’’—i.e., “‘ adapted to distinguish the 
goods of the proprietor of the trade-mark from those of other persons.”’ 
In his opinion, the evidence showed that it was so adapted; the court 
had not at that time to determine whether any confusion of the kind 
suggested might arise. The word ‘‘Oswego’’ must be deemed a 
“< distinctive ** mark within section 9 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1905.— 
Counset, Walter, K.C., and D. M. Kerly; Sargant. ‘Soxtcrrors, Neve, 
Beck, 4 Kirby; The Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by W. 8. Scorr, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re MeGLENHON'S APPLICATION FOR REGISTRATION OF A TRADE- 
MARK. Warrington, J. 22nd Oct. 


Trape-Marx—‘“ Catcutatep to Decerve’’—Trape-Marxs Act, 
1905 (5 Ep. 7, c. 15), s. 11. 


The use of a shamrock as a trade-mark for goods made in England 
is “‘ calculated to deceive’ within section 11 of the Trade-Marks Act, 
1905. 


This was an application for the registration of a trade-mark, a 
shamrock with stalk so intertwisted as to form the words “‘& Co.” 
In support of the application it was contended that the design simply 
represented the firm name of the applicant, who was a printer and 
publisher of pictorial postcards in London. If the suggestion that the 
use of this design would lead people to believe that the cards were 
made in Ireland were adopted, then a rose could not be used as a trade- 
mark by one trading as Rose & Co. in Ireland. The opposition to the 
application was based on the contention that the shamrock now teces- 
sarily denoted a connection with Ireland, and if it were used as a 
trade-mark on goods not Irish would be “‘ calculated to deceive.” 
Waregrmecrox, J., said the question was whether the use of the mark 
in question would be calculated to deceive. The evidence showed that 
the ure of it would suggest to a person buying the goods that they 
were Irish goods. He pointed out that the shamrock when used in 
a decorative design, such as that on the collar of a soldier of an Irish 
regiment, was emblematic of Ireland. If when used in a decorative 
design it was emblematic of Ireland, how much more was it emblematic 
when used to distinguish the goods of the person using it from those 
of another! The teards at issue were not made in [freland, but in 
or abroad. It had been contended that the words ‘‘ Printed 
* or “‘ Printed in Saxony” shewed that they did not claim 
be of Irish manufacture. To that statement the reply was that it 
the trade-mark, suggesting an Irish origin, that was conspicuous, 
to counteract that suggestion it was not enough to say where they 
were printed. In his opinion the mark was “calculated to deceive,” 
and the application must be refused.—Counser, Warwick Draper; 
Walter, K-C., and Maugham; Sargent. Souicrrons, P. J. Rutland; 
McKenna & Co.; The Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 
[Beported by W. 5. Scorr, Barrister-nt-Law. | 


* . +] 
High Court—King’s Bench 
ad ia o 
Division. 
BARNES «. BROWN. Div. Court. 4th Oct. 

Desrier—“ DesceiPrion IMPLYING THAT HE 15 A PERSON SPECIALLY 
Q@UaLIFizp TO PRacTIcE DewTisTRY ”’—Dewtiers Act, 1878 (41 & 42 
Vier. c. 33), 2 3 
The words “ specially quilified” in section 3 of the Dentists Act, 

1878, refer to special personal qualifications to practise dentistry, and 

mot to the special qualifications or professional hall-marke mentioned 

in the other sections of the Act. 

This was 2 case stated by Mr. Plowden, 2 metropolitan police court 
magistrate. Wy section 3 of the Dentists Act, 1878, from and after the 
ist of Amgust, 1279, “a perron shall not be entitled to take or use 
the mame or title of ‘dentirt’ (either alone or in combination 
with any other word or words) or of ‘dental practitioner,’ or any 

title, addition, or description implying that he is regis- 

i or that he is «2 person specially qualified 

to practise dentistry, unices he is registered under this Act.’ And 
any person not registered under that Act taking or using any such 
mame, title, addition, or description is to be liable on summary con 
vielaon to w fine not exceeding £20, “ provided that nothing in this 
section shall apply legally quali medical practitioners.” By 








section 26 of the Medical Act, 1886: ‘‘It is hereby declared that the 
words ‘ title, addition or description,’ where used in the Dentists Act, 
1878, include any title, addition to a name, designation or description, 
whether expressed in words or by letters or partly in one way and 
partly in the other.’”’ The defendant was summoned, convicted and 
fined on an information under these sections, complaining that he did, 
not aang then registered under the Dentists Act, 1878, and not then 
being a legally qualified medical practitioner, unlawfully take and use 
an addition or description, namely, ‘“‘H. J. Barnes, finest artificial 
teeth at moderate prices, extractions; advice free; hours 10—7. 
English and American teeth, advice free, painless extractions,’ imply- 
ing that he was specially qualified to practise dentistry contrary to the 
form of the statute, &c. On the hearing of the information, Brown, a 
clerk to the solicitors to the Dental Association, was called, and proved 
the following facts : On the 13th of March he went to the defendant’s 
address ; his rooms were over a dairy; his name was on the inner door 
and windows, ‘“‘ H. J. Barnes, finest artificial teeth at moderate prices, 
extractions ; advice free; hours 10—7. English and American teeth, 
advice free, painless extractions."” These notices could all be seen 
from the street. He went in. The room was fitted as a dentist’s operat- 
ing room, with chair, engine, &c. He asked for Mr. Barnes, and the 
defendant appeared. He allowed him to burr his tooth a little, and 
then told the defendant who he was, and that he (the defendant) was 
an unqualified dentist and would be prosecuted. He admitted he carried 
on a dentist’s practice there. The defendant did not in fact take 
or use the name or title ‘‘ Dentist,’”’ either alone or otherwise, nor that 
of ‘‘ Dental Practitioner.”” No question arose as to the appellant’s 
actual skill, and no evidence was given in regard thereto either in one 
way or the other. It was admitted that the defendant was not regis- 
tered under the statutes in that behalf, and that he was not a legally 
qualified medical practitioner. It was contended for the appellant that 
the words in section 3: ‘‘description implying that he is a 
person specially qualified to practise dentistry ’’ referred to special 
qualifications mentioned in the Act, as, for instance, those entitling a 
person to practise dentistry and dental surgery in the colonies and 
abroad. [See the preamble and sections 4, 6 and 11 (2) of the Act.] In 
any case the words relied on, namely, “‘ painless extractions,’ did not 
come within the terms of section 3. Seymour v. Pickett (1905, 1 K. B. 
715), Emslie v. Paterson (34 Scott. L. R. 674), Panhous v. Brown (48 
Soricrrors’ Journau, 508; 68 J. P. 435), Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons v. Collinson (1908, 2 K. B. 248), and Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons v. Robinson (1892, 1 Q. B. 557) were referred to. 

Lord Atverstong, C.J., said, in giving judgment, that the main 
point was whether the words in the section—‘“‘ specially qualified ’’— 
referred to a person’s qualifications as an individual or to some one or 
more of the special qualifications mentioned in the Act. Having 
regard to the language of the Dentists Act, 1878, and to sections in 
other Acts similar to section 3 of this Act, such as section 17 of the 
Veterinary Surgeons Act, 1881, he thought that they ought to read 
these words ‘“‘ specially qualified’ in section 3 as referring to special 
personal qualifications to practise dentistry, and not to the special 
qualifications or professional hall-marks mentioned in the other sections 
of the Act. [His lordship then dealt at length with the cases that had 
been cited to him.] On the wider construction of the section he thought 
that there was evidence to support the decision of the learned magis- 
trate—evidence of an offence within the terms of section 3. 

Bicuam and Watton, J.J., concurred.—CounseEL, Danckwerts, K.C., 
F. E. Smith, K.C., and Curtis Bennett; 2. W. Turner. Soxicrrors, 
Percy J. H. Robinson; Bowman & Curtis Hayward. 

{Reported by C. G. MoRAN, Barrister-at-Law.] 


WILLIAM CUENOD & CO. v. LESLIE AND ANOTHER. 
Ridley, J. 13th Oct. 


Husbanp anp Wire—JupiciAL Seraration—LisBitiry Or HUSBAND FOR 
Torr or Wire, serore Decree—Marrimmonia, Causes Act, 1857 
(20 & 21 Vicr. c. 85), s. 26. 

Where a husband has been judicially separated from his wife, 
section 26 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, does not relieve him 
from liability for the torts of his wife committed before the decree of 
judicial separation. 


This was an action brought against a husband and wife to recover a 
sum of money alleged to have been obtained from the plaintiffs by the 
fraud of the wife. The wife did not appear to defend the action. The 
husband admitted that the money had been obtained from the plaintiffs 
by his wife by fraud. It appeared that the wife had, whilst in Switzer- 
land, opened an account with the plaintiff bank and obtained money on 
the strength of a cheque drawn on a bank in America which was dis- 
honoured. The husband was in no way @ party to his wife's fraud. 
Since the action was brought husband and wife had been judicially 
separated, ‘The question of law was raised whether the hadbund was 
liable for this fraud of his wife. By section 26 of the Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1857; “In every case of a judicial separation the wife 
shall whilst so separated be considered as a feme sole for the purposes 
of contract, and wrongs and injuries, and suing and being sued in any 
civil proceeding; and her husband shall not be liable in respect of any 
engagement or contract she may have entered into, or for any wrongful 
ect or omission by her, or for any coats she may incur as plaintiff or 
defendant. . »' It was contended for the plaintiffs that the 
defendant was liable for this tort of his wife as he had benefited by 
her fraud, she having paid certain of their hotel bills in Switzerland 
with money obtained by the fraud, and also as he was liable for his 
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wife’s torts by the law of England and also of Switzerland : Machado v. 
Fontes (41 Soticrrors’ Journat, 507; 1897, 2 Q. B. 231) was cited. It 
was contended for the defendant husband that so far as the tort was the 
means of inducing the contract at the bank the husband was not liable : 
Earle v. Kingscote (44 Soticrrors’ Journat, 625; 1900, 2 Ch. 585); and 
secondly, section 26 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, was a com- 
plete defence to the claim against the husband. 

Rivtey, J., in giving judgment, said that he came to the conclusion 
that this was not a case of fraud inducing a contract; nor did he think 
that the fraud and the contract were inextricably mixed up together. 
The case did not come within the rule laid down in Larle v. Kings- 
cote (1900, 2 Ch. 585). He did not think that the husband was relieved 
from the consequences of his wife’s tort in this case by section 26 of 
the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, as the tort of the wife was com- 
mitted before the decree for judicial separation. The governing words 
of the section were : ‘‘ while so separated,’’ and the words ‘‘ suing or 
being sued ’’ were not governing words at all. There must be judgment 
for the plaintiffs, with costs against the husband.—CounseL, Hrnest 
Pollock, K.C., and H. 8. Simmons; Montague Lush, K.C., and Geerge 
Wallace. Soticrrors, Slaughter & May; E. F. Turner & Sons. 

{Reported by C. G. MORAN, Barrister-at-Law.] 


LAWSON v. EDMINSON. Div. Court. 15th Oct. 


Licensing Acts—PERMITTING DRUNKENNESS ON LicENSED PREMISES— 
Durinec Periop arrerR Closing Hours—Licensine Act, 1872 (35 & 
36 Vict. c. 94), s, 13. 


A licensed person may be convicted of permitting drunkenness on 
licensed premises under section 13 of the Licensing Act, even though 
the offence is committed during closing hours and the drunken persons 
are the private guests of the wife of the licensed person. 


This was a case stated by justices for the county of Durham. The 
appellant was summoned under section 13 of the Licensing Act, 1872, 
for that he then, being duly licensed to sell by retail intoxicating liquors 
in his house and premises, unlawfully did permit drunkenness to take 
place on the said emma premises, situate at the Queen’s Head Hotel, 
Adelaide-street, Southwick. The following facts were admitted or 
proved : (1) That Sergeant Rispin and Police-constable Wilson, on 
approaching the Queen’s Head Hotel, Adelaide-street, Southwick, about 
one o’clock in the morning of the 1st of March last, observed lights 
and heard voices in the hotel, and, having obtained admission, found 
therein the wife of the respondent, her father and mother, and ten 
other persons, including two men named Witson and Massingham ; (2) 
that the following explanation as to their presence was given to the 
police by Mrs. Edminson, the wife of the respondent : ‘‘ My father and 
mother are here from Wardley Colliery, and we are having a bit of 
se tage = There has been no drink supplied since closing-time : 

esides, this room is not licensed for drink. I have stood drinks 
round ’’; (3) that in so far as this explanation was tested, it was found 
to be correct, and the justices accepted it as correct; (4) that the men 
Witson and Massingham were both drunk; (5) that Massingham, before 
becoming the private guest of the respondent, had been on the premises 
as an ordinary customer, but there was no suggestion that he had been 
drunk while there as a customer; (6) that Witson came to the premises 
as a private guest shortly after closing time, and was drunk when he 
came there; (7) that the respondent Edminson was not himself present. 
The justices found as a fact that the whole of the persons found on 
the premises were there as private guests, being entertained by the 
respondent’s wife, and that the premises were, in fact, being used for 
the purpose of private premises, and not for the purpose of licensed 
premises. The justices said that in the absence of express authority 
to show that they were entitled upon such facts as had been admitted 
or found by them to convict the defendant of the offence charged they 
would dismiss the information, but they agreed to state a case. By 
section 13 of the Licensing Act, 1872: ‘‘ If any licensed person permits 
drunkenness or any violent, quarrelsome, or riotous conduct to take 
place on his premises, or sells any intoxicating liquor to any drunken 
person, he shall be liable to a penalty not exceeding, for the first offence, 
ten pounds, and not exceeding, for the second and any subsequent 
offence, twenty pounds.’’ eg. v. Pelly (41 Soticrrors’ Journa, 455; 
1897, 2 Q. B. 33) was cited in the course of the argument, as well as 
the cakes mentioned in the judgments. 

Lord Atverstons, C.J., in giving judgment, said that no question 
had been raised under section 4 of the Licensing Act, 1902. He 
thought that the appeal should be allowed and the case sent back to 
the justices with the direction to convict. He attached no importance 
to the fact that one of the men who were drunk had been previously 
on the premises not as a guest, for the justices had found that all the 
people there were the guests of the wife of the licensee. With regard 
to sections 12—18 of the Licensing Act, 1872, he thought the hours of 
closing licensed houses were immaterial. On the facts set out in the 
case the justices ought to have convicted the licensed person for we 
mitting drunkenness on the licensed premises unless the respondent had 
satisfied them, under section 4 of the Act of 1902, that he had taken 
all reasonable steps to prevent drunkenness taking place on the premises, 
It was not denied that the case of Xessack v. Smith (1905, 7 F. Just. 
75) was exactly in point; it was not necessary to consider whether it 
went further with regard to the landlord, He thought that to have 
dismissed the appeal would have been to overrule the decision in 
Thompson v, Mackenzie (1908, 1 K. B, 905), because if it was an 
offence to allow drunken people to come on licensed premises after 
on licensed 





premises after closing hours so that they became drunk, and to allow 
them to remain on the licensed premises. 

BicHam and Watton, JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect, 
the latter referring to the case of Hare v. Osborne (34 L. T. 294), in 
which it was decided that a person could be properly convicted under 
section 17 of the Licensing Act, 1872, for permitting ing on licensed 
premises after closing hours.—CounseL, Simey ; Shortt. So.icrrors, 
Meredith, Roberts & Mills, for W. Watts Moses, Sunderland; A. B. 
Sanders, for W. Bell & Sons, Sunderland. 

[Reported by OC, G. Moray, Barrister-at-Law.] 





J >. + 
Solicitors’ Cases. 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 


Oct. 27.—Grorce Trice Littey. 
Oct. 27.—Joun CHARLES PARKINSON. 
Oct. 27.—Harry Swayne SMiru. 
Oct. 27.—Henry Square. 

Oct. 27.—Gsorce Joun Cuppon. 


Solicitor Ordered to be Suspended for Twelve Months. 
Oct. 27.—Minton Statek, Wool Exchange, Coleman-street, E.C. 


The Trade Marks Act, 1gos. 


The following paper was read at the Birmingham Meeting by Mr. 
M. J. Ritey, Lu.B., of Manchester. ear 
Success of the Act.—The object of the Act was to eodify and te im- 
prove the administration of a highly important branch of commiercial 
law; and it has met with a large measure of success, as evidenced by 
the report of the Comptroller-General for the year 1907. During the 
ten years ending with 1904, the average annual number of applications 
was 9,210, and of registrations 3,374, showing that the abc applica- 
tions were only 36 per cent. of the whole. F or the two years succeeding 
the Act—that is, 1906 and 1907—the averages have been: Applications, 
11,105 ; registrations, 5,493; showing an annual increase of nearly 2,000 
applications, and the success of 49 per cent. of the whole. These large 
increases have been effected in face of the fact that the fee on applica-. 
tion was raised from 5s, to 10s. That alteration was sanctioned by 
representatives of the principal Chambers of Commerce assembled at 
the Board of Trade, and the increases may fairly be taken as proof 
that the wider definitions of a “trade mark,” and of the essential 
particulars of a “registrable trade mark” afforded by the Act, have 
largely answered the hopes of the promoter of the Bill, Lord Justice 
Moulton, who said that what he wanted was, as far as possible, to get 
all the practical trade marks on the register. Trade mark owners and 
their agents should, therefore, keep a careful watch on the marks adver- 
tised in the Z’rade Marks’ Journal. The annual n of marks 
advertised and registered in seven classes in which Birmimgham traders 
are specially interested has increased by nearly 70 per cent. since the 
passing of the Act, as shown by the following figures :— 
Classes 5, 13, 14, 19, 20, 22, and 39 1905 1906 1907 
Marks advertised =... a oe ~~ 488 es 
Marks registered... site ona oxo 332 432 80 


The Disassociation of Trade Mark Law from that of Patents and 
Designs.—It was stated in the preamble of the Bill that one of its 
objects was to disassociate the law relating to trade marks from the Acts 
relating to patents and designs. The Select Comniittce on the Bill heard 
evidence for and against the policy of disassociation, and decided in 
favour of it. This decision restored to trade marks the old status of 
separate legislation which they had under the original Registration Act 
of 1875. The result is to make it easier to effect amendments in the 
law of trade marks, and to de away with the necessity of waiting on the 
formulation of any amendments that might be thought wanting in the 
law of patents and designs. The risk 1s also S¥eided of enacting in 
clauses of joint application some provisions not strictly applicable to 
trade marks, Apart from these conveniences of legislation, the attain- 
ment of disassociation was -n itself a laudable object, when we bear in 
mind the essential difference between the property and the rights in the 
three subjects. Patents and designs are statutory monopolies confined 
to the United Kingdom, which are granted for fixed pemods, and upon 
the express conditaon that at the end of the period the patent or the 
design shall become public property. The property in a trade mark 
exists apart from statute, It is private, and never falls into possession 
of the public. It is inseparably annexed to the business in connection 
with which the mark is used, and lasts just 60 long as that business 
endures. And (says Mr. Sebastian), “since trade marks are 
throughout the world, and Laas merely > the ager uae s own country, 
as indicative of his goods . . . e right yma 
mark is not limited by territorial bounds.” (Sebastian, 4th ed., p 14. 
The use of trade marks, and the efficient protection and regulation 
trade mark rights all over the globe, are in these days among the most 
potent factors in the promotion of commerce, and the great extent to 
which they assist the development of markets abroad can only be realised 
by those concerned with foreign trade, ; 

Public User the Test of Ownership of a Trade Mart.-—Public wer 
is the fundamental condition of ownership of a trade mark, A trate 
mark is the mark of trade of a particular person in particular geeds: 
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whence it follows that that person’s past public user of a “‘ mark” 
on those goods is the only true test of that mark having become a 
“*trade mark.’’ Or, to put it another way : in order to turn a ‘‘ mark” 
into a “‘ trade mark,”’ it must first be identified by members of the public 
with some particular goods of the person in question. A mark cannot be 
so identified until it has been used upon such goods by that person in 
the course of trade. It is user, therefore—not registration—that forms 
the real title to the proprietorship of a trade mark. Registrauion is, in 
truth, only the official recognition of ownership, and is liable to be 
cancelled in favour of someone who <an show a better title by prior 
user. From the words of Mr. Sebastian above quoted, the principle may 
be deduced that when a trade mark is well established in a foreign 
country by user, the owner ought to be entitled to legal protection of 
his trade mark rights in that country, whether registration has been 
effected there or not. In our own country protection of those rights, 

unded on priority of user, and independently of registration, is 
secured by Common Law, and also by the Merchandise Marks Act of 
1887. In the United States all legal rights, apart from those given by 
the Trade Marks Act, are strictly preserved. It should be the effort 
of our Foreign Office to secure the observance of the same principle in 
regard to British marks used in foreign countries. The point is of 
gtave importance at the present time in view of the negotiations for a 
convention with China, and especially in connection with the numerous 
instances of piracy of well-known and old-established British marks 
which have come to light in China and Japan. 

The Insertion of the “ Length of User” in Applications to Register.— 
All marks sent in for registration which were in use prior to the date 
of the original Registration Act (August 13th, 1875) are called ‘‘ Old 
Marks, and the applicant for registration of an “Old” Mark always has 
been, and still is, required to state in his application the length of user 
prior to that date. All marks sent in for registration the user of which 
commenced after the 13th of August, 1875, are called ‘‘ New’’ Marks, 
and until the Act of 1905 no applicant had ever been required to state the 
length of user of a ‘‘ New”’ Mark. It is not easy to understand why a 
statement of the length of user in the case of ‘‘ New’’ Marks should not 
originally have been required as well as in the case of “Old” ones. 
It would certainly have been advantageous to the applicant, and also 
to the public, because such a statement would have given public notice 
of the length of user (if any) claimed by the applicant. This defect was 
cured in the case of Cotton Marks by sub-section 9 of section 64, which 
provides that in future an applicant for the registration of a cotton 
mark shall be required to give a statement of the length of prior user 
(if any). Such a requisition is accordingiy included in the specially 
prescribed form of application for registration of a cotton mark. The 
Chairman of the Committee on the bill (Mr. Cripps, K.C.) seemed to 
think it would have been desirable to extend the provision to trade 
marks in all the classes, and it may be hoped that in any amendment of 
the Act this will be done. Indeed, as the alteration is only one of 

rocedure, it might probably be effected by a Board of Trade Rule. The 
egislation of the United States requiring previous user as a condition of 
registration is mentioned later on in this paper. 

Unregistered and Non-Registrable Trade Marks.—The leading prin- 
ciple aimed at by the Bill, according to the evidence of Mr. Moulton, was 
to facilitate the registration of trade marks, and so to encourage traders 
to apply for registration in many cases where it was hardly likely to be 
obtained under the old practice. Mr. Moulton’s wish was to bring in— 
it might almost be said to compel—registration of all practical trade 
marks. Whether that ideal is attainable or not in other classes of goods, 
it is not attainable in the cotton classes. Two reasons amonget others 
may be mentioned: The first, because the field for registration of new 
cotton marks is almost covered by the 80,000 marks already on record 
in the three cotton claeses, and which are all quotable against new ap- 
plications; the second, because of the universal practice of using the 
same principal mark in combination with others, and also with vary- 
ing words, letters, numerals and headings. The trade in cotton goods 
has been largely built up upon these combinations. They are in- 
finite in number, and are the subject of everlasting variation; yet each 
of them constitutes.a separate trade mark. It is obviously imprac- 
ticable to obtain registration of all—or, indeed, of any but a selected 
few. So long as the present system remains unmodified, it follows 
that in the cotton classes at afiy rate—and probably in some of the 
others—the vast majority of trade marks in use are, and always must 
be, unregistered and non-registrable, even under the most liberal inter- 
pretation of the “essential particulars’’ of a registrable mark. Trade 
marks that are unregistered or are not registrable under the Act 
would have been left in a risky position by section 42 were it not 
for the protection they otherwise have. That section provides that no 
person shall be entitled to institute any proceedings to prevent or 
recover damages for the infringement of an unregistered mark unless 
it was in use before August 13, 1875, and has also been refused regis- 
tration under the Act of 1905. This wording follows that of section 
77 of the Act of 1883, to which, however, no effect, it is believed, was 
ever given by the Courts. It is to be hoped that the same attitude 
will be preserved under the new enactment. Meanwhile it should be 
observed that the provision is subversive of the principle that no 
man’s title to his trade mark ought to be made dependent upon regis- 
tration. In view of the possible effect of this enactment, the inser- 
tion was asked for and obtained, during the progress of the Bill, of 
the provision contained in section 45, preserving all the old rights in 
¥ ing off’’ actions. This will safeguard in most cases the rights 

plaintifis where their unregistered marks are imitated. With the 
farther object of securing in the Act some definite protection for 





unregistered and non-registrable cotton marks, an effort was made 
to obtain the insertion in section 64 of a provision corresponding in 
ita terms to that in the Merchandise Marks Act of 1887 (Section 3 (2) ), 
known as ‘Lord Herschell’s Clause.’”” That clause enacts that the 
provisions of the Merchandise Marks Act respecting the application of 
a false trade description to goods ‘“‘shall extend to the application 
of any such figures, words or marks or arrangement or combination 
thereof whether including a trade mark or not as are reasonably cal- 
culated to lead persons to believe that the goods are the manufacture 
or merchandise of some person other than the person whose manu- 
facture or merchandise they really are.”’ Lord Herschell’s Clause has 
been largely utilised by owners of cotton marks, and many successful 
prosecutions have been instituted under it. Although the Merchandise 
Marks Act is a criminal statute, yet the terms of this clause are 
equally applicable to civil actions, and would provide an excellent 
form of words for insertion in a statement of claim. It is known that 
the introduction of such a clause into the Bill was looked on favourably 
by the Committee, because the Blue Book containing their reports 
shows that the provision was inserted and printed in the amended 
form of the Cotton Marks Clause brought up by the chairman at a 
late stage of the Bill; but it was afterwards struck out without any 
reason being given. It is worth noting that the Legislature of New 
Zealand inserted the Herschell Clause verbatim in their Patents, 
Designs and Trade Marks Act of 1889 (Section 90 (2)); and that it 
also finds its place in the Indian Merchandise Marks Act of the same 
year (Section 4), amending the law relating to fraudulent marks on 
merchandise. There can be no reasonable doubt of the advisability 
of inserting a similar clause in our own Trade Marks Act, and making 
it of general application to all the classes. 

Certificate of Deposit of a Trade Mark.—A new and useful step is 
the provision in sub-section (12) of section 64 for the issue of a certi- 
fied copy of the application for registration of any cotton mark, 
setting forth the length of time of user, if any, as stated on the appli- 
cation. The form of certificate is prescribed in the Rules and Forms. 
The tenor of it is that a true copy of the application is annexed, and 
that the length of time of user claimed is so and so, and that the 
mark is on deposit at the Trade Marks Office. The certificate may 
be obtained in respect of any application, old or new, that has ever 
been made since 1875 for registration of a cotton mark. It is accord- 
ingly well worth the while of firms in the cotton trade to send in 
those of their new marks which are considered to be sufficiently 
valuable, and to apply at once for a certified copy of the application, 
showing deposit of the mark, without waiting for the result of the 
official search for conflicting marks, or stopping to inquire whether 
registration is likely to be obtained or not. If registration be ulti- 
mately obtained, all the better; but if not, then the certificate of 
deposit will be of great value to the owner of the mark, as showing 
officially that on such a date the applicant laid claim to exclusive right 
in the mark, and also that he asserted a user extending over sc many 
years. A considerable number of such certificates have been issued to 
owners of refused cotton marks, and the provision seems one that 
might with advantage be made applicable to all the classes. If the 
certificate could be treated as equivalent to registration unless and 
until registration is refused, there would be a strong inducement to 
traders to send in all their most useful marks, and to take certificates 
of deposit. 

Crowded State of the Records.—Great difficulties have been ex- 
perienced for many years in procuring the registration of new marks 
in the cotton classes owing to the multitude of quotable marks on 
record. In consequence of the conscientious vigilance of the Office 
in making the preliminary search for marks with which a mark newly 
applied for may be considered to conflict, not more than one applica- 
tion in twenty has for a long time been successful. The result is 
seen in the very small number of cotton marks advertised and regis- 
tered during the past three years compared with those in 
other classes, as shown in the Comptroller-General’s Report for 
1907. Traders are discouraged against sending in applications; and 
the Register, so far as marks for cotton piece goods are concerned, is 
almost a closed book. In fact, owners of cotton marks hayé*for many 
years generally preferred to rely for protection of their trade mark 
rights upon the remedies at Common Law and under the Merchandise 
Marks Act—which always turn on priority of user—rather than to 
rely upon the title conferred by registration. In the United States 
all trade mark rights at law and in equity apart from Statute have 
been expressly reserved by the Trade Marks Acts of 1881 and 1905 
(Act of 1905, sec. 23), and it would be well to enact a similar reserva- 
tion in this country. It is not improbable that the difficulty in the 
way of obtaining registration of marks owing to the crowded state 
of the records may be making itself felt in other classes, and it has 
become a serious question whether a remedy should not be applied. 
The difficulty becomes specially acute in connectéon with the registra- 
tion of trade marks abroad. Most foreign countries require a certi- 
ficate of registration from England before they will register a British 
mark, and they make it a condition that the registration in the foreign 
country shall agree with the registration in England. If, therefore, 
traders cannot obtain registration of their new marks at home, 
they cannot obtain registration in those countries. After our thirty- 
three years of registration law, and the accumulation of about 300, 
applications, it is not unreasonable to suggest that a relaxation might 
be made in the strictness of the official search for conflicting marks, 
and in the nicety of comparison of new gorge with the multi- 
tude of marks already on record. No mark that can fairly lay claim 
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to being ‘‘distinctive’’ ought, under the Act of 1905, to be denied 
registration. 

The French System and the Possibility of its Partial Adoption.— 
The French system is to receive on deposit, and to accept without 
search, all marks sent in, and to give the proprietor a certificate of 
such deposit, leaving any legal question as to title or priority of user 
to be fought out by the depositor with any parties who may raise it. 
The contrast between the French system and our own is shown by 
Sir Thomas Barclay in his ‘‘Law of France relating to Industrial 
Property,’’ published in 1889. After saying (on page 7) that the 
registration of a trade mark in Great Britain involves a preliminary 
examination, and is a condition of ownership, and raises a presumption 
of the rightful property in the mark, which becomes absolute after 
five years from the date of registration, Sir Thomas proceeds :— 
“French law is based on exactly the reverse principle. There is no 
preliminary examination. The authorities will register any mark 
whatsoever ; the registration is only the affirmation of an alleged right 
to the exclusive use of the mark, the property in the mark existing 
independently of registration, and no length of user of the mark can 
render the right to use it indefeasible. All registration does is to 
raise a presumption of priority in favour of the person registering it, 
and to give the real owner a right of action against infringers in the 
Correctional as distinguished from the Commercial Courts, thus pro- 
tecting the owner by criminal and civil instead of by civil remedies 
only.”” Again, in the footnotes on page 74, Sir Thomas says :— 
“Registration does not create a property in the mark, but is merely 
declaratory or evidence of such property. The Registrar does not 
look into the merits of the proposed mark, and, provided the formali- 
ties of registration are complied with, all applications are accepted 
and inscribed. No questions of property in the mark can be examined 
by the registering authorities. These are matters of which the proper 
Law Courts alone can take cognisance.’’ There is much to be said 
in favour of the French practice, and although it may not be possible 
to introduce it bodily into this country, yet it might well be possible 
to introduce at a fixed date in the future a practice of accepting on 
deposit, without search, all marks sent in, and to grant a certificate 
of deposit if asked for; then to advertise the marks, and, if a mark 
is not opposed upon advertisement, then to register it, leaving in- 
terested parties to fight any question of legal Be rm that might after- 
wards arise. This would ease the whole system of registration, with- 
out sacrificing the English principle of the right to oppose by owners 
of meritorious conflicting marks, and it would greatly facilitate regis- 
tration abroad. The defect of official search is its liability, in case of 
legal proceedings, to prove illusory. Although an applicant whose 
mark has passed the search may Well have believed it to be conclu- 
sive, yet in reality it binds no one. If, therefore, the question of 
imitation or too close resemblance be brought before the Court, the 
applicant will find the evidence upon which the decision turns is not 
that of the official search, but is that of the judge’s own eyes, assisted 
by the expert evidence of persons versed in trade. A trader who 
desires to register a mark that shall really distinguish his own goods 
from those of his competitors can search the records for himself as 
effectively as any official : the system of grouping makes it quite easy. 
Assuming that his object is to keep away from his competitors’ marks, 
and not to follow them, he need never be in any doubt, personally, 
whether his own mark so nearly resembles one already on record as 
to be calculated to deceive. Persons wishing to adopt new marks 
have always been advised by the Office to make a preliminary search. 
Many of the marks on record in the Cotton Classes—and perhaps also 
in others—which under the present system the officials feel compelled 
to quote as conflicting, and in respect of which they require consents 
to be obtained, are either obsolete or bear somewhat distant resemblance 
to the new marks applied for. Such marks would often not be treated 
as conflicting by the actual owners, if they were left to decide for 
themselves, without the support of official quotation, whether to incur 
the expense of opposing an advertised mark or not. The abolition of 
official search would not inflict substantial injury on vigilant owners of 
really conflicting marks. Even under the present system the number 
of oppositions to registration which are deemed strong enough to be 
persevered in to the end is very small. Out of the 247 notices of 
opposition lodged during 1907, only sixty-nine were brought to a 
hearing. How many succeeded is not recorded in the Comptroller- 
General’s Report ; but if everyone was successful, the proportion 
would be only one to 156 of the applications. The owner of a con- 
flicting mark who failed to see the advertisement of the application, 
and so omitted to oppose, would still have a period of seven years 
within which to apply for removal of the mark from the Register ; 
and it would also be open to him—if and when he found the mark 
interfering with his trade—to take his other legal remedies by a 
“passing-off’’ or other form of action, or by a prosecution under the 
Merchandise Marks Act. The practice of granting registration with- 
out official search would not be new in England. It has existed for 
fifteen years in the case of applications to register lace designs; and 
although there is no analogy between designs and trade marks in the 
matter of property, yet the system of registration in both cases has 
generally proceeded on the basis of an official search being made for 
conflicting designs or marks, and of registration being refused on the 
ground of identity or too close resemblance. Since 1893 applicants for 
registration of lace designs have been allowed the option of havin 
their designs registered without search (Designs Rules, and Forms, o 
1893), and it has been largely exercised. The applicant gets registra- 
tion, and takes the risk of his registered design being afterwards 
attacked on the ground of resemblance to an earlier one. No legal 








dispute arising out of such an occurrence has yet come into the 
Reports of Patents, Designs, and Trade Mark cases. It may be in- 
ferred that such disputes have been rare, and that they have usually 
been settled by withdrawal of the offending patterns. A similar result 
might be expected to follow in the case of trade marks. Why not 
first make the experiment of registering trade marks without search 
in the cotton classes where the block is so great? 


The Words ‘ Proposed to be Used”’ in the Definition of a Trade 
Mark.—It is a principle of our law that a trade mark cannot exist in 
gross, but can only exist, and so, of course, be owned, in connection 
with the business concerned in the s to which the mark is = 
In deference to this principle, it has been enacted in all our Trade 
Marks Acts that a trade mark when registered can only be assigned 
in connection with the goodwill of that business, and shall be deter- 
minable with that goodwill. The principle indicates that user by a 
person engaged in the trade or business concerned in the goods is the 
essential foundation of the property in a trade mark, while the statutes 
show that the added act of registration will not be allowed to inter- 
fere with the operation of the principle. The conclusion is that title 
by registration is recognised as being inferior to title by user; and it 
evdiees looks very much like a backward step in the development 
of trade mark law to authorise the registration as trade marks of 
marks which have not yet been used, but which, in the words of the 
Act of 1905, are only proposed to be so used. These words occur in 
section 3, where a trade mark is defined as a mark “‘ used or proposed 
to be used ’’ in connection with goods. They form a new departure in 
the statutory definition of a trade mark. There was nothing like them 
or to the same effect in the previous Acts. It is true that the practice 
of the Trade Marks Office had been to accept, and to register, marks 
that had not yet been used, but this was done by virtue of the words 
in section 75 of the Act of 1883 enacting that ‘‘ application for regis- 
tration of a trade mark shall be deemed to be equivalent to public 
use ’’ of the mark—a phrase which again shows that in the eye of the 
lay public user is the essential ingredient. The provision was faulty 
in principle, and was abandoned in 1905. The Bill did not contain 
the words, and nobody asked for their re-enactment. Actual user in 
trade being the test of proprietorship, there can be no user of a mark 
as a trade mark until it has been apetes to goods by the person en- 
gaged in the trade in such goods who desires that the mark shall be 
recognised as distinguishing his goods. For this reason no application 
for registration of a mark ought to be accepted by the Office from any 
person who is not engaged in trade in the class of goods in respect of 
which registration is applied for. It would be well to make this a 
statutory provision. In the case of Re Batt (1898, 2 Ch. 452), both 
Mr. Justice Romer, and afterwards the Court of Appeal, strongly 
favoured the view that a mark cannot really be treated as a person's 
trade mark until it has been used by him im the class of goods for 
which it is designed. And as regards an application to register a mark 
not already used, but described as intended to be used on paiticular 
goods, the court said that such intention meant the intention of user 
within a reasonable time after the application to register. There can 
be no guarantee that a man who applies to register as a trade mark 
which has not yet been so used, but who expresses his “‘ intention ’’ of 
so using it, will really do so. Yet according to the Act of 1905 he is 
entitled to proceed to complete his registration, merely because he says 
he ‘‘ proposes’’ to use it as a trade mark. The United States Trade 
Mark Acts of 1881 and 1905 have both uired previous user by the 
applicant as a condition of registration. The form of epplication to 
register includes statements that the applicant has adopted the trade 
mark in question for his own use as a trade mark for 
certain specified goods, and that it has been continuously 
used in the applicant’s business since such and such a date. A sworn 
declaration is required in support. None is required in England. It 
would have been better to follow the example of the United States 
legislation, and the ruling in Re Batt, than to have legislated in the 
opposite direction. Section 37, however, provides that a registered 
trade mark may, on the application of any aggrieved person, be taken 
off the Register on the ground that it was regist@red without any 
bona-fide intention to use it, and that there has in fact been no 
bona-fide user, or on the ground that there has been no bena-fide user 
during the preceding five years. One result of this provision is that 
it will be possible for ticket printers, or other persons not engaged in 
the trade in the goods to which a trade mark is to be applied, to put 
marks on the Register, and to keep them there for perhaps five years. 
Even then they are only to be removed at the instance and at the 
pains of an aggrieved person. The permission to register a mark that 
is not yet used but is only pro to be used, taken in conjunction 
with section 37, comes very near to owe oe ownership of trade 
marks in gross, and it also opens the door to that system of trafficking 
in trade marks, the objections to which were forcibly stated by Mr. 
Justice Romer in the case of Re Batt. If no individual trader 
should consider himself sufficiently aggrieved to incur the trouble of 
watching the Register with a view to purging it of such marks, and 
also to incur the expense of taking p ings to remove them, any 
such mark may continue on the Register even after the five years, 
may still form the subject of subsequent trafficking by the a 
proprietor, as well as stand in the way of later applicants who wish 
to use a similar mark, After the expiration of seven years ae. 
tion becomes practically unassailable. It would be very desirable to 
introduce some amendment which would rE an end to these a 
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ties;.and the best way of doing it would be to strike out 
definition clause the words “ proposed to be used.” 
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Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society’s Classes, 


The fourth term of the year (second of the session) will commence on 
Thursday, November 5th, and the Principal will be in his room at the 
Society’s Hall on that day and the following with the special object of 
seeing students who desire to consult him as to their courses. Lectures 
will begin on the following Monday, November 9th, at 5 p.m., when 
Mr. Latter will commence the new course for Final students on Torts and 
Personal Preperty, and the Principal the ceurse for Intermediate 
students on Things Real. On Tuesdays and Fridays the claeses will be 
on Baakruptcy and Company Law (Mr. Uthwatt) for Final students and 
on _— Personai and Rights in Private Relations (Mr. Wright) for 
Intermediate students. On Wednesdays Mr. Dunlop will lecture on 
Employers and Workmen ; while Professor Dicksee will hold a class on 
Trusts Accounts, and Mr. Gwyer @ class on the new Intermediate 
subject of Crimes. 

Besides these regular classes, there will be Degree classes in Juris- 
prudence (the Principal) and Roman Law (Mr. Uthwatt); and special 
classes in English Law on Voluntary and Fraudulent Settlements (the 
Principal), Ownership and Mortgagesof Ships (Mr.{Dunlop), and Carriage 
of Goods and Passengers by Rail (Mr. Wright). These special classes 
are all held at 6 p.m. 

It should be noted that the arrangement of the classes permits of 
the entry of students with equal facility at the commencement ot any 
term. The new Intermediate subject of Crimes will not be taken 
again till April. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


Law STUDENTs’ DEBATING SocIETY.—Oct. 27.—Chairman, Mr. R. W. 
Handley.—The subject for debate was: “That this house welcomes the 
revolution in Tarkey.” Mr. Blanco White opened in the affirmative ; 
Mr. 8. Hands opened in the negative. The following members con- 
tinued the debate: Messrs. Harston, Harry Myers, Meeke, Pleadwell, 
Colegate, Melville, Henderson, H. F. Rubinstein, and S. J, Rubinstein. 
The motion was carried by twelve votes. 








Obituary. 
Mr. B. A. Wontner. 


Mr. Blanchard Allen Wontner, solicitor, died on Friday in last week. 
He was the son of Mr. Wontner, who founded the well-known firm of 
Wontner & Sons. He was admitted in 1864, and for upwards of forty 
years was a member of that firm, but retired recently, leaving Mr. H. G. 
‘Muskett, Mr. E. B. Knight, and Mr. E. F. Barker the partners. Mr. 
Wontner was an excellent advocate, and was very extensively engaged, 
especially in criminal cases, the firm having for many years acted for 
the Commissioners of Police and the Treasury in prosecutions. He was 
conspicuous for his fairness, tact, and geniality, and was universally 
esteemed. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


_Mr. T, SHerHerD LitT.e, barrister-at-law, has been appointed 
a Magistrate at Liverpool, in the place of the late Mr. W. J. 


Mr. Morton Smiru, Mr. Lister DrumMonpD, and Mr. F. A. JELF, 
barristers-at-law, have been — the Commissioners to try 
Municipal Election Petitions for the ensuing year. 


The following appointments have been made at Lincoln’s-inn for the 
ensuing year: Tne MASTER OF THE ROLLS w be Treasurer; Mr. 
PEMBROKE STEPHENS, K.C., Master of the Library; Sir Henry A. 
Girrorp, K.C., Dean of the Chapel ; Lord Justice VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, 
a the Biack Books; and Sir JAMES STIRLING, Master oj the 

ales 





General. 


_The Judicial Committee resumed the hearing of appeals on Tuesday. 
Nineteen appeals have been set down for hearing, says the 7'imes, 
including one arising out of the earthquake in Jamaica, which stood 
over from the last sittings. 


Mr. Churchill, in reply to a question by Mr. Sloan in the House of 
ommons, said that the total number of owners of existing British 
patents who are foreigners is estimated by the Patent Office to be 
about 30,000. It is impossible to foretell what number of these 
tees will, in consequence of the Patents Act, work their patents 

in this country; but it would appear from the accounts in the public 
Press that several of them have already commenced such working, and 
that others are proposing to do so. Several applications for revocation 








Mr. Justice Coleridge, in the King’s Bench Division, on Monday, says 
the Evening Standard, was engaged for some considerable time in pri- 
vate hearing of summonses. When the court opened his lordship ex- 
pressed regret that he should have had to keep the jury outside in the 
corridors for so long. He explained that these summonses were semi- 
private cases, to which the public could not be admitted, and the incon- 
venience arose from the extreme difficulty of knowing beforehand 
how long they would last. 


On two of the cases in the list being called on for hearing before 
Court of Appeal No. 2, on Wednesday, says the J'imes, it appeared 
that no papers had been supplied for the use of the court. The Master 
of the Rolls directed that both cases should go to the bottom of the 
day’s list, and that the appellants in each case should pay the costs of 
the day’s attendance in any event. His lordship observed that the 
non-delivery of papers not only caused inconvenience to the court, but 
inflicted loss on suitors, as it resulted in more cases being put into the 
list than would otherwise be inserted. 


At the conclusion of the last case at Bodmin before Mr. Justice 
Lawrance, the learned judge, says the 7imes, commented on the action 
of a bench of magistrates who had allowed a prisoner legal aid, but 
had attached to it certain conditions. He said that one of the 
prisoners, a man named Brooks, had had legal aid certified to him on 
condition that a verdict of ‘‘ Guilty’ was returned ; if the grand jury 
had ignored the bill, or the man had been acquitted, he was to pay for 
his own defence. The magistrates had no power to attach such a 
condition. Before they made an order they must be satisfied that the 
prisoner had no means, whereas a sum of £10 was found upon the 
prisoner. 

Much satisfaction is, says a writer in the Daily Telegraph, felt that 
Lord Macnaghten, despite statements to the contrary, has no intention 
of withdrawing from the scene of his labours and triumphs. His place 
in the House of Lords could not be filled adequately. His Lordship 
of Appeal, though thirty-two years have passed since it was created 
by the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, has only had two holders—himself 
and Lord Blackburn. That which Lord Collins enjoys has passed 
through five hands in seventeen years. Lord Hannen’s reign of two 
years was followed by Lord Bowen’s still shorter tenure. Lord Russell 
of Killowen, who succeeded to it on Bowen’s death, was followed by 
Lord Davey. He had held it for a few weeks only. Lord Davey, 
after twelve years, made way for Lord Collins. 


The Grand Jury at the Norfolk Assizes had, says the Hvening 
Standard, to consider the case of a youth against whom a girl was the 
principal witness, and she he had married since the offence of which 
he was accused was committed. Could the Grand Jury take her 
evidence against her husband? Mr. Justice Grantham, to the foreman 
of the jury : ‘‘ You are in the happy position of being able to do any- 
thing you like. It is very different from a poor judge, who is bound 
by the law. You can take her evidence. The prisoner seems to have 
cut the Gordian knot.’’ The Foreman : ‘‘ Can we throw out the bill?” 
The Judge: ‘‘ There again I am helpless, but if you choose to flaunt 
anything in my face I cannot help it.’’ The Foreman: ‘‘ We are 
obliged for your advice.’”’ The Grand Jury promptly threw out the bill 

Eccentric bequests there have been without number, but not every 
testator, perhaps, is, says a writer in the Globe, quite so eccentric a 
he is represented to be in the Courts. Mr. Justice Eve had last Saturday 
to interpret the testamentary wishes of a wealthy gentleman who be 
queathed to his son ‘‘ my tin dispatch box at present at the Wilts and 
Dorset Bank.’”’ The box contained securities of considerable value, 
and one of the questions which the learned judge had to decide was 
whether the bequest of the box included the contents. ‘‘ His lordship 
felt bound to adhere to the plain words of the will, and regretfully 
decided that only the box passed, and not the things contained in it.” 
Does the irony lie in the bequest or the decision? Only a testator 
with a taste for posthumous joking could bequeath an empty box 
his son. Chancery sometimes has its jest. 


At the adjourned Court of Norfolk quarter sessions, held at Norwid 
on Saturday, Colonel H. E. Hyde, who presided, announced, says the 
Times, that Mr. T. C. Blofeld had written stating he had come # 
the definite conclusion that he ought to resign his chairmanship of 
quarter sessions on the ground that from his state of health he wat 
no longer able properly to discharge the duties of the office. Colonel 
Hyde remarked that the Court of quarter sessions had been in th 
fortunate position, for the last eighty years at any rate, to have chai 
men who had been practising barristers in their time, and he proposed, 
as Mr. Blofeld’s successor, Mr. William Carr, of Ditchingham Hall, 
who had for nineteen years practised at the common law bar and on 
North-Eastern circuit. Mr. Henry Smith seconded the nomination 
which was unanimously agreed to. 


* 

On the 22nd inst. Mr. Justice Channell, in the course of the hearing 
of a non-jury action, said, according to the 7'imes reporter, that he w 
very desirous of making up the daily list of such actions with prop 
regard for what could actually be disposed of. For this purpose |} 
wished counsel engaged in cases about to come on would send in thei 
names to the Associate of the Court, so that, if necessary, they mighil 
be consulted, and would state, whemver it was possible for them 
do so, about how long their cases would take, and in particular ho 
many witnesses they proposed to call. If this were done it would 
much to the public convenience, and would enable him to avoid p 
ting in the list cases which involved the attendance of a large numb 




































































for non-working in this country are at present before the Comptroller. 





of witnesses when those cases had no chance of being reached. 
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had made this request in Court before, but had unfortunately failed 
to obtain publicity for it. 

Mr. John Richard Richards, the Swansea solicitor for whom a war- 
rant was out for his arrest with respect to his alleged manipulation of 
deeds and dealings with property in South Wales, died, says the 7'imes, 
at Hove, on Saturday afternoon from cancer of the liver. He left 
Swansea in the early part of the present year, and in his absence he 
was adjudicated a bankrupt. A description issued some time ago by 
the Swansea police stated that it was estimated that the total amount 
obtained by Richards by fraudulent means will amount to £100,000. 
After travelling in Portugal, Mexico, the United States, and Canada, 
he settled at Brighton at the end of June, and a month later went 
to Hove. His state of health was so critical that it was not deemed 
advisable by the police to remove him to Swansea to meet the charges 
made against him, and for a month or six weeks his house had been 
watched day and night by detectives. 


Sir Robert Anderson, in a lecture on ‘‘ Crime and Criminals ”’ on the 
22nd inst., said that the present system of punishment which succeeded 
the system of transportation for felony was a system of imbecility 
worthy of the Middle Ages. He maintained that it was a perfectly 
practical thing to investigate the incidents and the circumstances of an 
offence, and to inflict punishment according to whether it was a 
chance crime or a deliberate crime. If it were a chance crime, every 
effort should be made to try and save the offender; if it were a 
deliberate crime, their main thought should be to try and protect the 
community. At present no distinction of the kind was ever made in 
the case of crimes against property, and the poor man who stole for 
his starving wife and children was dealt with in the same way as the 
well-fed professional burglar, who drove out into the suburbs to com- 
mit his crime. Our hee: system was brutal in its severity upon the 
weak and the unfortunate. Those who chose crime deliberately as a 
profession should be dealt with with intelligent severity. 


At the sitting of the Select Committee of the House of Commons on 
Debtors’ Imprisonment, held on the 21st inst., Mr. Pickersgill in the 
chair, says the Times, Dr. E. J. Schuster, a member of the English 
Bar and an authority on German law, explained the German law and 
practice in relation to the subject of the Committee’s inquiry. Speak- 
ing generally, he said, imprisonment for debt did not exist in Ger- 
many. If, however, the Court was satisfied that a debtor was con- 
cealing, or endeavouring to conceal, any property which his creditors 
might seize, he could be imprisoned. In the case of ee if it 
could be shown that there was any likelihood of the debtor leaving 
the country or of his disposing ‘of property, the Court might order his 
imprisonment, even before adjudication. Again, if a creditor could 
produce prima facie evidence that a debtor had property within, and 
that he intended to withdraw that property from, the jurisdiction of 
the Court so as to make it impossible for the creditors to seize the 
property, in that case, and in that case only, the debtor could be 
arrested on mesne process. The imprisonment must not exeeed six 
months in any case, and the cost of the debtor’s maintenance in 
prison had to be borne entirely by the creditor or creditors. If any 
default were made in the payments for this purpose, the debtor was 
released. Members.of any German Legislature, and the member of any 
mobilised military unit, were exempt from imprisonment in such cir- 
cumstances. Members of the Civil Service, clergymen, and public 
school teachers could not be imprisoned before a substitute had been 
appointed by the competent authority, which was under a legal obliga- 
tion to take action. This power of imprisonment was not exercised 
against the working classes, because the ordinary workman had no 
property, and his wages were expressly exempted from seizure. The 
creditor of a working man had no means of enforcing payment of his 
debt. Credit was not, as far as he knew, largely given to the working 
classes in Germany. They had to pay their way as they went along. 
The German law was, in his opinion, more effective than the Englis 
law in preventing dishonest people who had property from cheating 
their creditors, and less oppressive on poor people, who, owing to 
misfortune or calamity, were unable to pay their debts. 


Mr. R. 8S. Holland, of Philadelphia, writing in the American Law 
Review on ‘‘The English Barrister: a Medieval Figure,’’ gives the 
following sketch of the day’s work of a busy English K.C. :—‘‘ Suc- 
cessful King’s Counsel lead an exceedingly busy life, frequently being 
engaged in three or four cases at once, leaving charge of each case 
with the junior, and hurrying from court to court to state an intri- 
cate point of law, sum up the argument, or appeal to the jury. They 
are frequently members of Parliament in addition, and sit in the 
House of Commons from the hour when the Courts close until long 
after midnight. The working day of one well-known K.C. is said to 
cover twenty hours out of the twenty-four. He rises, when the courts 
are in session, at 4 a.m., drinks a cup of tea, studies the briefs of his 
cases for the day until nine, when he breakfasts. He then drives to 
his chambers in one of the Inns, puts on wig and gown, and reaches 
court at 10.30. He then proceeds to direct the various cases in which 
he has been retained, giving orders to the various junior barristers as 
might a Field-Marshal to his generals, keeping the run of the course 
of each proceeding, and speaking when he feels that his voice is essen- 
tial. At four he returns to his chambers to hold a series of fifteen- 
minute conferences with solicitors and barristers, and at 6.30 he drives 
to Parliament, and sits in the House of Commons until dinner at 
8.30. After dinner he returns to the House and is often to be found 
there, taking part in the debate, unti] midnight. . . . The House 





of Lords,’’ the writer continues, ‘‘ when sitting as the highest court of 
appeal, presents a strikingly informal appearance. The barrister speaks 
from a slightly-raised platform, and, although the Lord Chancellor sits 
facing him, the other Law Lords—for only the Law Lords, and not the 
ordinary peers, customarily sit at these hearings—sit wherever they 
please on the side benches, and their continual interruptions and com- 
ments spoken to each other across the room give the spectator the effect 
of a particularly informal general conversation, instead of a session of 
the court of last appeal of the British Kingdom. This characteristic is 
true in general of all English courts, great freedom, full discussion, 
and an earnest effort to get at the real gist of the case, in contradis- 
tinction to most American courts in which a “— formality appals 
the layman, and counsel too often direct their t energies to em- 
phasising some purely technical point to the confusion of the real 
question at issue.”’ 








Mr. James Boyton, of Messrs. Elliott, Son & Boyton, auctioneers 
and surveyors, 6, Vere-street, W., asks us to state that he is net 
related to or connected with the firm of Messrs. Boyton, Sons & Trevor, 
also auctioneers and estate agents. 








Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota or Recistrars in ATTENDANCE ON 


Emercescy <Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rora. No, 2, 


Date. Joyror. Swinvex Eapr. 
Monday ...Nov, 2 Mr Synge Mr Tindal KingMr Leach Mr Church 
Tuesday ........ > 3 Borrer Bloxam Farmer Synge 
Wednesday ...... 4 Tindal King Leach Borrer Theed- 
Thursday ......... 5 Bloxam Borrer Greswell Tindal King 
Friday ............ Leach Borrer Beal Bloxam 
Saturday ......... 7 Farmer Greswell Goldschmidt Leach 

Date Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

mea Wanrainerox. Nevitie. Parken. Eves. 
Monday ...Nov. 2 Mr Theed Mr Greswell Mr Borrer Mr Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ....0.. 3 Tindal King Beal Greswell Church 
Wednesday ...... 4 Bloxam Goldschmidt Beal : Synge 
Thursday ......... 5 Leach Church Goldschmidt Theed 
Friday ........... 6 Farmer Synge Church Tindal King 
Sa‘urday ......... 7 Borrer! Theed Synge Bloxam 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Oct. 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Liurtzp rn CHaNcERY,. 


Azrermarp Sreamsure Co, Lrurrep — Creditors are mired. on or before Nov 9, 
i ad and particulars of their debts or claims, to R. J. 
Matthews, 9, Cambrian pl, Swansea, liqui 

“A. W.S.” Sywprcars, Liwrrep (rw Lrqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Dec 7, tosend their names and adoresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to William Robertson, 47, Napier av, Fulham. Oldfields, 13, Walbrook, solors to the 
liquidator 

Carapors, Lrarrep—Creditors are required, on or befora Nov 19, to send their rames 
and r+ Reng and parti of their debts or claims, to William Barton, 
Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon st. Allen & Co, Eastcheap, solors for the } tor 

Casrierorp FoorsaLt ayp ATHteTic Civs, Linrrep—Creditors are require?, on or 
before Nov 7, to send in their pames and addresses, with particulars of their debts 
or claims, to John William Wheater, Bank st, Castleford, liquidator 

Cotranvast Sywproats, Liwrrep— are required, on or before Nov 30, to 

i dresses, and the rarticulars of their debts or claims, to 
Daniel Cooper, Bindloss chmbrs, Chapel walks, Manchester 

Croww Sream Lavuxpry, Kenstweron, Lomrrep—Creditors are required, on or hefore 
Oct 31, to eend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Blake P. 

Foxnote Cottrerres, Lrurrep.—Petn for winiing up, presented Oct 13. directed to 
be heard at the Town Hall (Crown Court), Swanses, Nov 11 Nicholson & Co, 
Coleman st, solors for the petners Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clook of the afternoon of Nov 10 

Hat's Touss or TH2 Word (Unrrap Krxenom), Lucrap=Petn for winding u pre- 
sented Oct 20, directed to be heard Nov 3. Evans & Oo, 20 and 22, Theobald's 
rd, Bedford sow, scious Se the pesnens, Notice of appearing mast reach the above- 
named not later tran 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Nov 2 

Harroeate Mryeeat awp Axrarae Waree Co. Loerrep.—Creditors are requi on 
or before Dec 4, to send their names and adresses, and the particulars of 
debts or claims, to Gerald Cater Veale, 1, Princes st, Harrogate. Barber & Black-, 
burn, Harrogate, solors for the liquidator 

I, R, brag Osx , eee are soared, = or before 
Nov 19, to send in their names addresses, an particulars their detts 
or claims, to William Barton, 8, Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon st, Allen & Co, 
Eastcheap, solors for the liquidator 

Kresr Lawps Corroration, Lamrzep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 17, 
directed to be heard Nov 3, Hackett Jones & Co, Mark In, solors for the 
peers, Notice of avpearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clook 
n the afternoon of Nov 2 

Luuuxys, Linrrep (uw Liqurparton)—Creditors are required, on or before Now 30 
to send their 1 ames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or to 
J. Durie Pattullo, 65, wall 

Pevusroxs County Guarpisr Co, Lrurrep — Creditors are required. on or before 
Nov 14, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claima, 
to . J, Warren, 3, Victoria pl, Haverfordweet 


Pr G. s anv Moron Ewerverrive Luwirep 

sroved their debts are required to do 80 before Nov f. Henry P. Bee, 18, Chapel st, 
, liquidator 

Saw Franorsco Dat Oro Moras, ges Pe ey on or befare Deo 3! 


to eend their names and claims to Hugh Lime 
beer, 65, London wall, liquidayor 
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The Property Mart. 


Novy. 4.—Messrs. Epwir Fox & Bovsrreip, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground- 
Rents (see advertisement, back page, Oct. 17), 

Nov. 5.—Mesers. H. E. Fostzz & Cranrrerp, at the Mart, at 2: Absolute Reversions, 
Reversions, Policies ofAssurance and Shares (see advertisement, page xvii, this week). 

Nov. 5.—Messrs, Strusow & Sors ay may at2: Freehold House. ae, 12.—Free- 
hold Ground-Rents, Nov. 19.— Sites and Land (eee adv t, page xvi, 
this week). 

Nov. 6.—Messrs. Grazr & Sox (in conjunction with Mr, F. J. Rowatp), at the Mart ‘ 
Suites of Flats (see advertisement, page xvi, this week), 

Nov. 11.—Mesers, Txuncoop & Mantrm, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Cottages and 
Leasehold Ground-Rents (see advertisement, page xvi, this wee! ik). 

Nov. 12.—Mesers. Maermx, Wurrs & Oo,, at the Mart: Leaseholds and Freeholds (see 
adverticement, page xvi, this week). 

Nov. 16.—Messrs, Wearaeratt & Geeen, at the Mart, at 3: Long Leaseho'd Shops 
(see advertisement, page xvi, this week). 

Nov. 17.—Mesars, Desuxxuiu, Tewsow & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Premises 
(see advertisement, page xv, this week). 

Nov. 23.—Mesers. Davin Burwerr, Sox & Bapperey, at the Mari: Houses, Business 
Premiges and Properties (see advertisement, pege xvi, this week). 

Nov. 26.—Messrs. Warten Hatt & Sone, at the Mart, at 1: Freehold Residence (see 
advertisement, page xvi, this week), 

Nov, 30.—Mesars. Extror, Sox, & Borrow, at the Mat, at 2: Freehold Ground-Rents 
(see advertisement, page xv, this week). 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Oct. 23. 


Surrn, James Cuztstoruer, Norwich. Brewer and Mineral Water Manufaciurer Nov 
$0 Howerd v Sinith and Burrell, Neville, J. Sadd & Bacon, Norwich 
Yo, Frawx Asn, Sketty, nur Swantea Nov 27 Yeo and Yeo v Nance, Yeo and 
Strick, Joyce, J Woods, Swansea 
» Exeerr, JowaTuaN Curistoruer, Donnington grove, Kennington, Cab es - ana 
Nov 17 Farmer v Emmett, Parker, Burton, Bank chmbrs, Blackfriars 
Kyocxzr, Sir Epwarp Wo.Lastox Nanpiz, Dover, Solicitor Novis Mossev ateen, 
Neville, J. Hardman, 
Mavputzx, Joux Civi:, Newcastle upon Tyne, Leather Factor Nov 21 Angus v 
Maadlen, Joyce, J. Brightman, Queen Victoria st 
London Gaartie,—Turspay, Oct. 27. 
Nov 24 Weaver v Ellis, Warricgton, J. 
Southampton +t, Bloomsbury 
Brooxz, Gzorexz, Awkley, nr Doncaster, York, Farmer Nov 25 Parker v Brooke, 
Swinfen Eady,J Holmes, Leeds 


Exuis, Joux, Eppivg Stileman & Neate, 





Under 22.& 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Dar or CtarM. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Oct. 23, 
eg oS Tromas, Pitfield st, Hoxtcn Nov 28 Leggatts & Carruthers, Raymond 


Gray’s inn 
Baxzs, ga Southport Dec2 Knight & Sons, Newcastle under Lyme 
Bantry, Exiza Hangrer, Brighton Nov 30 Holmes & Co, Brighton 
Buxwarr. Feepesicx Jamzs Wextwortn, Bournemouth Novié Ff Sherborne 
Brexs, Wit11am, Longton Staffs, Potter’s Manager Oct 31 Patterson, on, Staffs 
Buvcx, Mary Axx, Brighton Nov 30 Kendall & Co, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Bowsxr, Davip, Marton, nr Blackpool Nov 20 Hurst & Hewitt, Ashton under Lyne 
Brows, Ricuasp Haste, Birkdale, Lancs, Lithographic Printer Nov 30 Grace & Co, 


& Co, Old Broad st 





Bocas. Gzorcz Gopsotp, Halesworth, Suffolk Nov30 Mo 

Carzox, Rev Cuantes Hexey Warp, BA, Worthing Nov 4 elvill & Co, Worthing 

Cuatioyver, Wriiiam, Shrews' » Grocer Nov 13 Barton & Hickman, Shrewsbury 

Cuatwortuy, James, Blackstock rd, Finsbury Park, Pawnbroker Nov 30 Andrew & Co, 
Great James st, Bedford row 


Cooxs, Rowatp Lronet, Newcastle upon Tyne, Engineer Nov 20 Ryott & Swann, New- 
castle u: 
Daxce, Haesy Axozas0", Great Ormond st, Holborn Dec? Fooks & Co, Carey st, 


Deas, Fanpmuicx J James, Cl y rd, Islington, Builder Dec5 Yarde & Co, Raymond 
*bldgs, Gray’s inn 
Dezax, Euzannrs Puts, Cloudesley rd, Islington Dec5 Yarde & Co, Raymond bldgs, 
Dove.ss,Axprew, Bishopsgate st, Wine Merchant Novi4 Harper Bros, Trinity 
Evans. Samvuzt, Brynmawr, Brecon, Contractor Novy 17 Griffiths & Thomas, Mi 


Fexx, 





zaBeTa Susax Evzanon, Hyde Park mans, Marylebonerd Dec5 Hensman & 
l, Bedford row 


Fox, Faascis, Horley. Oxford, Lie Nov 5 ns 5 Banbury 
GaspErtor, Joasxa Saran orcester Dec 1 Kinneir & Co, Swindon 
Garzynitt, Jessie Lovisa, Pace rd, South Kensington Dec 1 Arkcoll & Co, Tooley st 


Gairritus. Fraxcis Grorcz, Moseley, Birmingham, Advertising Contractor Nov 30 | 
‘Webb & Co, Essex st, Strand 


Haavey, Watrszr Sypwey, Merchant Dec 2 uet & Co, In 
ze » War ; mang age Gasq , Mincing 
Hoop, Wirras, Reading Nov 80 
J 4 Kent, Norwich 

y 
Biackpot’ Poe Novy 21 os, Blackpool 
Lezmina, Set Ee, a ontaniptee 21 Read. B lackpool 
a Srgrazy,Totton, ling, Beer Hetalion Nov 24 Coxwell & Pope, 
Maztin, Ciara, Fratton, Portsmouth Decl Cousins & Burridge, Portemouth 
ee East Molesey, Kingston on Thames Nov 30 Dowson & Wright, Nott- 

iD 


Newsome, James Josuva, Bootham Park, York Nov 20 a or & Capes, Doncaster 
Nursatt, Tuomas, Southam: pton Decl a he + poke o: Thames 
‘ov 20 


Owream, Faancis, Bilsthorpe, No rong. Mansfield 
Nov 23 Taylon & eGo Bedford row 


tts, Farmer 

Patoy, Epwarp Percy, Queen Anne st, Surgeon 
Porter, Ricnarp, Wood st, ——— Nov 23 Richardson, Cannon st 
Pripmoerg, oa Farepericx, Wyken House, Wyken, Warwick Dec 4 Kirby & Sons, 
Prrpmoae, Wittiam, Wyken, Warwick Dec4 Kirby & Sons, Coventry 
Bir.tey, Toomas, Wi , Contractor Nov 20 Benson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

BERTS, Mary Ann, Birchwood, nr Malvern, Worcester Nov 25 Drake & Co, Rood lane 
Ross, Groner, Shanklin, I of W Nov30 Matthews, Shanklin 
Russei., Heney, Shrewsbury, Auctioneer Nov 20 Russell, Brixton 

, James, Worthing Dec3 Kirby & Co, The Sanctuary, og ey 

Sroror, Euiza Marcaret, Wanstead, Essex Nov 30 Freeman, Leyton, 


Snowpen, Josepn, Fitzjohn’s av, Hampstead Nov 30 Light & Fulton, oeetes Pount- 
ney hill, Cannon st 


Sracry, Mary E.izaseTu, Doncaster Nov 20 Taylor & Sages, Doncaster 
Toss, — Cxcit, Store st, Bedford sq, Novy 23 Guscotte & Oo, Essex st, 


Tay or, Joun Tuomas, Pattison rd, Plumstead, Butcher Nov 30 Whale, Cannon st 
Usewrars Wituram, Ashton in ‘Makerfield, Lancs, Joiner Nov 30 Mayhew & Co, 


igan 
Wess, Henry Jonx, Woolwich, Provision Merchant Nov 30 Whale, Woolwich 
Wiurory, Engg Bry, Ellesmere Park, Eccles, Lancs, Merchant Dec7 Lyles & Co, 


London Gasette.—Tuxspay, Oct, 27. 


BawyrFig_p, Mary, Plymouth Nov 21 Rodd, East Stonehouse, Devon 

Bagnargp, Witttam, Norwich, Builder Nov 23 Blyth, > Norwich 

Beyzert, Jouw, Gravesend Nov 23 Hatten & Asplin, Gra 8, Essex 

Bonus, Rev Epwarp, Bitton, Glos, Nov30 Horwood & Jems, Aylesbury 

caenen, Sarees Witi1am Ogxanpo, Church End, Finchley, Dec 28 Tamplin & Co, 
‘enchurch 

Cuatiis, Witt1am Hewry, St Ervans rd, North Kensington Dec 8 Hilbery & Co, 

Bishopsgate st Within 

Cremer, Sir b one Ranpat, Lincoln’sinn fields Nov 2i Lloyd George & Co, Queen 
ictoria 

Dawes, Petnam, Bridlington, Yorks, Bank Manager Nov 23 West & Son, Bridlington 

em Fn East Marden, ur Chichester Dec26 Richardson & Sadlers, Golden 


Evays, ys | Norton Radnor Novi5 Green & Nixson, Presteign 
Frexp, Jane, Redhill, Surrey Nov 23 Greenip & Co, George st, Mansion House 
Fo.karpD, Cuartorre Anne, Brighton, Jeweller Dec 15 illiams, Brighton 
G@aunuzs, Awnts, Tressillian rockley Dec10 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 
Gameies, Jony, Fw al Cumberland Dec 10 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 
Gissox, Grorox, Byker, Newcastle upon Tyne Decl WJS& J A 8& Scott, Newcastle 


upon 
Grimey, Feanx Consett, Sutton Bridge, Lincs Nov 26 Mossop & Mossop, Holbeach 
Hansrivce, Roszet Joun, Brunswick st, Popler Nov 30 Freeman, Leyton, Essex 

sere: Harry Suig.ey, Bury st, Bloomsbury, Auctioneer Nov 28 Coe & Co, Hart st 


jsbury 

Hetry, Geonras, Stewkley, Bucks, Farmer Decl Newton & Calcott, — Buzzard 
James, Jane Hangiztt, yrne rd, m Dec2 Lowndes & Son, G 
Jupson, Isaac, St Helens, . Works Manager Decl Brewis & Sons, 
Lyyou, Marrua, Jackson 1d, Holl Nov 30 Harris & Co, Finsbury sq 
McLeay, Davin, Kensington ct, Kensington Jani Stephenson & Co, Lombard st 
Mowtcomery, Rev Joux Ow Les, Chester Nov 30 Janson & Co, i hill 
Moruis, Joun, Cheltenham Dec5 Jackson & Jac ugh 

ng’s Bench walk, 


kson, Middlesbro 

a Houstsze, Tunbridge Wells Nov 15 Hills, 

Oatisy, Janz Anne, Jermyn st Dec5 Long & Gardiner, Lincoln's inn fields 

Fane, Geanes ; Seaeene, Bury 8t Edmunds, Solicitor Nov 26 Partridge & Wilson, 

RIpDLe a ha Cambridge Nov 30 Foster, Cambridge 

Rosiysow, Jonx Witsox, Brigham, nr Cockermouth, Cumberland, Land Agent Nov 30 
augh & Musgrave, Cockermouth 

Suaw, Hexen, Richmond Nov25 Shaw, Richmend 

Smuira, Matrazw, Bishop Auckland Nov 23 Proud & Co, Bishop Auckland 

Stevens, Epwix, High st, Shoreditch, Jeweller Nov 30 Hillearys, Fenchurch bldgs 

Tayor, Engineer-Lieut Cant Howarp Eatox, RN, Southsea Dec 31 Taylor, Lincoln’s 

inn fields 





Witpr, Jou» Witiram, Worple Way, Mortlake, Licensed Victualler Nov 28 Jones 
Gresham bldgs 

Witxixsox, Rev Tuomas Witt1am, Boscombe, Bournemouth Dec 1 Beaumont & Co 
Chancery In 


Wrasse, Evizaseta Waannie, Auckland rd, Upper Norwood Nov 28 Sampson & Co 
Liverpool 





| Woor, Wiri14m Mitwee, Arundel eq, Barnsbury Dec ll Sole & Co, Aldermanbury 
Wrictry, Atraep, Huddersfield Dec6é Hall & Co, Huddersfield 
Wyatt Exizaneta Ax Paywe, Portsmouth Nov 80 Hobbs & Brutton, Portsmouth 











y, 1 ger Walsall Pet 





E | Crarxe, Atyezp, Wednesb 
Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
Bankruptcy Notices. | nn ates 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct, 23, Cn Gorena, Caseane 
‘et Oct 6 
RECEIVING ORDERS. | Davies, Jamzs, hf my 


et 20 
Betror, Taoxss, Barbican High Court Pet Sept 29 Ont | Davies, ins 


Sarmouth Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 2 
Bracxxuax, Atsznrt Heser, Bexhill on ed Guang: | 
Pet Oct 6’ Ord Oct , Rea = adhad Ja 


Pi 7 mean Dealer PI th | Coventry 
meee os rr wots” or Dusx, Gronoz, init, 
Cuaruas, SB Caries, a Oil Dealer Col- Oct 20 Ord Oct 

chester Pet 


Oct 21 Ord Oct Esasas, Baeaas, posi Tuomas Epwanp Esasas, Tycadle, 


Cc Cuan.es, Folkestone, Senens Shop Keeper Can- | Pyle, Glam, Buildeis 
““socbury Pet ‘Oct 19 Oct 19 ‘ 


Oct19 Ord 


Wrexham Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 


Ord 
me a aye, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet 
we... Avseer Epwarp, Great Fane® Corn Dealer Dessoes, ARTHUR Exrwiss, 


uzs, Nuneaton, Blacksmith , 
Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 1 Oct 


Fow ze, James, WiLu14M, Great Grimsby Great Grimsby 
et Ovt 19 Ord Oct 19 


, Lianrannan, Deskigh, Fam Frovpz, Atnzrt Srepuen, Oxford, Grocer Oxford Pet 
Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 


Candift Cardiff 
Fruit Merchant Worcester 


Gaazeree, Guz, Azynxp, Carlton, Notts, Plumber Nottingham Pet 
Det 21 Ord Oct 21 


Goraixce, Cuanies a eelle Forest Row, East Grinstead, 
Grocer Tunbridge Wells Pet Oct 19° Ord Oct 19 
Haxpixa. oy Sancmail, Grocer Liverpool Pet Oct 6 
Bury, Lancs Bolton Pet Ord 
Huauss, co Tuomas, New Shop, Ebenezer, Cumpgic, 
RSO on, Butcher Bangor Pet Oct 2u 


20 

Kexyox-Cou.is, E, Pall Mall, Insurance Broker High 

Court Pet Sept1 Ord Oct 21 

Kexr, ann» B, Somerset House High Court Pet Sept 
9 


Mare, Restaurant Proprietor 


Dairyman Maidstone Pet 


Cardiff Pet Oct 19 Ord | Lows, Anrnur, Weston super 





Bridgwater Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 2 
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Lyon, A, & Co, City rd, Jewellers High Court Pet Sept 26 
Ord Oct 21 


Marraews, Wittram, Wortwell, Norfolk, Blacksmith 
Ipswich Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 

MoGurewzss, Ricaarv, Harrogate, Fruiterer York Pet 
Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 

Mockaiver, James Hewry, and Penmaes ee Cle- 
ment’s in, Engineers High Court Pet Sept 3 Ord 
Oct 2 

Howes, I, Cab at, Middlesex st, eae Merchant High 
et Oct 1 Ord Oct 2 

bats Ricuagp, Bournemoath Tramways 

Poole Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 1 

Patmer, Montrose Appison, Martock, flat, Printer 
Yeovil Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 

Preacuzy, Wit11am Wa ter, Scarborough, ne Goods 
Dealer Scarborough Pet Oct 20 Ord ‘Oct 

Parurs, Parttrr Epwarp, Liansantffraid, sa Ceiriog, 
Denbigh, Wrexham Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 

Powett, Wi1x114M, Cirencester, Musical Instrument Dealer 
Swindon Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 

Remineror, T W, & Co, Great Suffolk st, Southwark, Iron- 
mongers High Court Pet Sept9 Ord Oct 21 

Scuvziper, Henry, Cottenham rd, ~) Holloway, Bake 
High Court Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 1 

Sw ares, CHARLES + Yi Bolton, nl Bolton Pet 
Oct 19 Ord Oct 

Taytor, JAMES, pone 7 Pontypridd, Collier Ponty- 
pridd PetOct2l O 

Tuomas, Parurr, Cardiff, eins Cardiff Pet Oct 9 
Ord Oct 20 


Tuvrston, Ernest, Southtown, Great Yarmouth, Fish 
monger Great Yarmouth Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct'21 
TRANTER, Asexgupene Swindon, Baker Swindon Pet 
Oct 21 Ord Oct 2 

Waxe ey, Arruur as and ALEXANDER SuTHERLAND, 
Borough a Fruit Salesman High Court Pet Oct 
21 Ord Oct 

Wenster, Senet Norman Foruercit, Weester, and 
Currrorp Wesster, Ackworth, Yorks, Quarry Owners 
Wakefield Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 21 

Weis, Wit11am James, senr, cea Grocer High 
Court Pet Sept 7 Ord Oct 1 

West, Hagry, Cleethorpes, eee Great Grimsby Pe 
Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 

Wuirrtetp, Harry, Wheatley Hill, nr aahy, Brick- 
layer Durham Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 

Witurams, Atrrep Davin, ssenennieh, sien: Boxmaker 
Swansea Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 

Witsox, Dora, Gateshead, tory ” einiatis on Tyne 
Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Bztvorr, Tuomas, Barbican, Manufacturer of Athletic 
Appliances Nov 3at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Bevay,\|Levi, Pantyffyron, Carmarthen, Farmer Oct 31 at 
12 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

JoszPn, Ilkeston, Derby, Builder Oct 31 at 11 

Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Bovarr, Sacome, ere Refreshment Contractor 
at12 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Bazewer, Frepertox Jonn, Morecambe, Ironmonger Nov 
2at 11.380 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Baoapserper, Mary Ayw, Epsom, Boot Maker Nov 2 at 
11.80 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Brooxs, Wiit1am, Norwich, Coal Dealer Oct 31 at 12.30 
Off , King st, Norwich 

Carper, Lavanwce Witrrep, Conway, Carnarvon, Mining 
Engineer Nov 7 at 11.45 Erskine Arms Hotel, Con- 
way 

mse, eo, Walsall, Bridle Cutter Nov 8 at 
11.380 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

CoxaLL, na Freperickx, Buxton, 
Nov 4at2 GShirehall, Che Imsford 

Draepen, Artuur Eytwistz, Bury, Lancs Nov8at3 19, 
Exchange st, Bolton 


TB og 
I 


Buank. 
0: 


Noy 3 


Derby, Grocer 





Donk, Groner, Maidstone, Dairyman Nov 4 at ill 9, 
King st, Maidstone 


Eastanp, Wit11am Henny, Heath rd, Harrow, Builder 
Nov2at3 14, Bedford row 
cres, Stroud 5 ay 


Evans, Abert Epwaap Japan 
Provision Merchant Nov 2 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 
Gitzert, Atrrep, Caversham, Oxford, — 
Agent Nov 19 at12 Queen’s Hotel, 

Hiaas, Tuomas, Bradley, ur Bilston, Staffs, Coltiery Pro- 
jetor Nov 2 at 11.’ Off Reo, 199, Wolverhampton st, 
nt 

Jonzs, Atsert, A Glam, Fruiterer Nov 5 at 12 

Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr Tydfil 
Joxzs, a , Lianfaelog, Anglesey, Plateplay er 
Nov 2at va ae Conk chmbrs, row, Chester 
Jonzs, WiLLiaM, Tyayeors, | Waenfawr, Carnarvon, Farmer 

Nov 2.at12,.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

2 Davesee B, Somerset House Bank- 

ldgs, Garey at 

Kxrror-Cou, a Pall Mall, Insurance Broker Novy 3 at 

1 ruptey bldgs, Carey st 


Nov 4 at 12 


, 
ee Jon, an and Grorcs Sxaw, Grimeby, Slaters Oct 31 at 
Off Rec, St. Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 
Tawar, J Janes Grice, Great Grimsby, a * ad 2 at 
3 tt. Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grims 
cance Bes Co, pts rd, Jewellers Nov 4 at - Bank- 
ruptey blags, Carey at 


Crark, CHARLES General eh Canter- 
bury Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 naen 
Ciagke, Roperr, . Lilansannan, Denbigh, Farm 
Labourer Wrexham Pet Oct 17 Ord Ord 17 
Comm heb wr James, Leicester, Solicitor 


Davies, James, Worcester, Fruit Merchant Worcester 
D in, Has, Tylorstown, Glam, Collier P. 
avizs, Rezs, ontypridd P. 
Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 rig “ 
Deargpex, Aataus Entwistz, Bury, Lancs Bolton Pet 
Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 


Donk, =, Cosnen, = Maidstone, Dairyman Maidstone Pet Oct 


Pa. Mosnn Heyer, Harrow, Builder St Albans 
Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 17 
a = and Somees poanee Esatras, 


Tycadle, 
‘ Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
Fow.sze, James Wiii14m, Great Grimsby Great Grimsby 
Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
Frovups, Atsert Srzpuex, Oxford, Grocer Oxford Pet 
ne A oe Notts, Plumber N: PB 
RED, um ottingham Pet 
Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 
Gorniner, Caantes Histrep, Forest Row, East 
Grocer Tunbridge Wells Pet Oct 19° Ord Oct 19 





MoCanuis, Grores, Milton next Gravesend, Ca 
Nov 2at12.15 116, High st, Rochester 

MOG Menthe RicHarp, Harrowgate, eoiome Nov 2at3 
Off Rec, Red House, Duncombe pl, Yor! 

Mockawae, ps ames Henry, and Agruur Pearce, Clement’s 
ln, Engineers Nov 3at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Morea, Morea, B , Glam, Collier Nov 10 at 10 
Off Reo, 117, Saint st, Cardiff 

aoe, 2 Arruvr, Sutton, York Oct 31 at1l Off Rec, 

ity Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 
Ni —_ Mm on st, Middlesex st, Woollen Merchant Nov 2 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hexey Ricaarp, Bournemouth, Tramways 
One is Oct 31 at 11.30 Messrs. Curtis & Sons’ 
0 158, Old Christchurch rd, Bournemouth 

Pgrrer, Matruew, Bell Hill, Marton, or Ulverston, Lancs, 
Mi: Oct 31 at 11,30 Off en | 16, Cornwallis st, 
Barrow in Furness 

PrircnarD, Joun Genera. Rhostryfan, Lianwnda, Car- 

Nov 2 at i1.30 Crypt chmbra, 

Mastgate row, 


Reminetos, T W & Co, Great Suffolk st, Southwark, 
= aes mee Nov 2 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
rey 


Roseets, Taomas Owen, Col Bay, Denbigh, Carrier 
Nov 2at12 Crypt chmbrs, te row, Chester 

Scaneiper. Heney, Cottenham rd, Upper Holloway, Baker 
Nov 2 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, ry st 

Swates, Cuartes Josera, Bolton, Fruiterer Nov 2 at 3 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Waxe.ey, Anrsaur James, and ALexayper SuTHERLAND’ 
Borough Market, Fruit Salesmen Nov 4 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Weis, Wituam James, The Grove, Cam 
Grocer Nov 2 at 11 voter pel Carey st 


Sedna: 


Witt1ams, Atrarp Daarp, Peniel ‘Llansamlet 
Glam, Boxmaker Oct 31 at 11 Off Ree, BL, Alexandra 
rd, Swansea 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Barnes, Anraue Cnarwes Jony, rg Bristol, Architect 
Bristol P.t Oct9 Ord Oct 2 
Berry, Atpert Epwarp, Great ‘Yarmouth, Corn Dealer 
Great Yarmouth Pet Oct2l Ord Oct 
Brvax, gt yy Boned he binieas Car- 
marthen Sept 21 Ord Oct 20 
Bircs, od al Whitchurch, Cardiff, Brewer's 
Agent Cardiff Pet Sept 22 Ord Oct 16 
Boytos, Frawx, Berrram Aurazp, Borros, and Jonny 
Trevor Asranams, Coleman st, Auctioneers Hi 
Court Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 21 








Bi Heway Wim, and Joun —, Coventry, 
Builders Coventry Pet Aug 24 Ord Oct 

Howarp, James Jossrs, Downham Morkee Norfolk, 

= 's Lynn rte go 0, “= “4 

uous, Exvtis Taomas, Cwm: Car- 

narvon, Butcher Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 90 

Levee Wii James, Nuneaton, Warwick, Black- 
smith Coventry Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 

MoGuiywess, Ricnarp, Fruiterer York Pet 
Oct 20 Oct 20 arse 


Mansa, Atreep, Portedown av, Golders Green, Builder 
; Ora Oct 1 


Court Lhe 9 
Marraews, WILLIAM, Norfolk, Blacksmith 
Ipswich Pet Oct 21 Od Oot bt 
Patmer, Henry Ricearp, Bournemouth, Tramways 
Poole Pet Oct 19 Ord Oct 19 
Pseacusy, Witulam wawm, Se , Fancy Goods 
Ord Oct 20 


Dealer 
Putuuirs, Parr Seesan ai on Odiriog Denbigh, Grocer 

Wrexham Pet Oct 19 o "Ord Out 19 19 
Fowma, Wi.14m, Cirencester, Musical Instrument Dealer 


Pet Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 

Reyver, Hewricn, Kidbrooke Park ri, Blackheath 
Greenwich Pet July 3t Ord Ord Oct 20 

eet Catford, Builder Greenwich Pet Aug 7 


PMc Sais Jacos, Myddleton st, Clerk ee 
facturing Jeweller High Court Pet Sept 21 Ord 


Oct 
Scuneiper, Hewry, Cottenham rd, Upper Holloway, Baker 
Court Pet Oct 1 19 Ord Oct 19 
Swaues, Cuaries Josers, Gitiene Bolton Pet 
Oct Ord Oct 19 
Tax or, i ~y. Cilfynsdd us Seangyallt, Collier Ponty- 
Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct " 
Txoms, yn Lancaster, Builder Preston Pet Oct 6 


Southtown Gt Yarm Fi 
——— Pet Oct 21 SiGen nee a 
TRANTER, EXANDER, Swindon, Baker Swindon 
Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 w 


Waxe.ey, Arrnave James avd ALexanper SvuTsEeiarn, 
Market, Fruit Salesmen High Court Pet 
Wi ta Hy Bi Gt Grimsb 
gst, Harry, G Pet Oc 
21 Ord Oct 21 . 


Wuirrteip, Haenry, Hill, nr Thornley, Brick- 
layer Durham "Pet Oct 19 Oni Oct 19 

Warrtaker, Wacrsr, Buxton rd, Thornton Heath, Baker 

Ww Cro’ Pet Me te Ord Oct 19 

1LL1aMs, Atragp Davip, Liansamlet, Glam, Boxmaker 

Swansea Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 21 

Wi.s0n, Dora, Gateshead, Baker, Newcastle on Tyne Pet 
Oct 20 Ord Oct 20 ™ 
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London Gazette.—Tusspay, Oct. 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bartiett, em, ‘Weethonree, Bournemouth, Baker 
Poole Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 

CaRTER, Fag Henry, 
Hartlepool, Painters 
Oct 20 


Curtps, Exizanets, Leybourne Park, Kew gdns Wands- 
worth Pet Sept 10 Ord Oct 
Crawrorp, Wi.iiam, Kingston , a Hull, + a a 
upon Hull Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 
Dzgr, ARLES Hargey, Gt Dover st, teed Builder 
High Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 
Dixon, Hewry 8, Victoria park, South Hackney, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet Sept29 Ord Oct 23 
Fox, Wri, Boston, Lincs, Confectioner Boston Pet 
Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 
Garpner, Rosert Witiis, Durham, Sewing Machine | 
Agent Durham Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 | 
Git., Faep, James st, Oxford st, Boot Maker High Court | 
Pet Oct 22 Oct 22 
Hickey, Wii114m, Resolven, nr Neath, Glam, Boot Maker | 
Neath Pet Oct12 Ord Oct 23 
Hosss, Wit114m, Streatham High rd, Streatham Wands- | 
worth Pet Sept 25 Ord Oct 22 
Howarson, Tomas Cuagurs, 8t Asaph, Flint, Veterinary 
urgeon Bangor Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 21 
Kirsy, C T, North Fiuchley, Nurseryman Barnet Pet 
Sept 16 Ord Oct 22 
Mayricx, ey oe General Draper Walsall 
Pet Oct Ord ‘Oct § 
Mepwam, en Scheel Barnsley, Butcher Barnsley | 
‘et Oct 24 Ord Oct 24 | 
Reading 


| 


and Gzorce Franx Carter, 
Sunderland Pet Oct 20 Ord 


Moors, Freperick Witiiam, Reading, Tailor 
Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 


Parry, Witi1am, Edgmond Farm, Edgmond, Salop, Farmer 
Stafford Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 

Pawuey, Feep«rick Burnet, Devonport, Devon, Baker 
Plymouth Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 ; 

Puarpox, Agruur, Welton, Northampton, Wheelwright 
Northampton Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 

. Rotiason, Georce Freperice, Bearwood, Smethwick, 

2, Builder West Bromwich Pet Oct 23 Ord 


Simpson, Joun Joszrn Macuox, Bradford, Cycle Maker 
B ord Pet Oct22 Ord Oct 22 

Surcurrs, Epwarp, and Joun Suro.irre, Sowerby Bridge, 
Yorks, Builders Halifax Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 22 

Townenn, ArtHur Wiiiiam, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet 
Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 





Tairsontre, Francis Xavier, Pontypridd, Glam Jeweller, 
Pontypridd Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 


Amended Notice substituted for that a in 
the London Gazette Oct 2 


Witury, Sypxey J H, Adam st, Strand, ‘iain High 
Court Pet July 29 Ord Oct 15 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Aten, Frepericx, Corsham, Wilts, Grocer Nov 4 at 12.15 | 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Banwes, Aatnur Cuaries Joun, Bristol, Architect Nouv 4 | 
at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Barrietr, A.Lrrep, ‘Westbourne, ‘Bournemouth, Baker 
Nov 4 at 11.30 Messrs Curtis & Son’s Office, 42, Station | 
rd, Poole | 

Berey, Atpert Epwarp, Great Yarmouth, Corn Dealer | 
Nov 4at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Biackman, ALBERT Hewry, Bexhill’ on Sea, Greengrocer 
Nov5at12 Off Rec, 4, ” Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Brake, Wavtes, Moorlinch, Somerset, Farmer Novy 4 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Cuapman, Tuomas CHARLES, Colchester, Oil Dealer 
at2 "Cups Hotel, Colchester 

Catnps, Ecizaseta. Leybourne park, Kew gdns Nov 4 | 
at12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Craeke, ALFRED. Wednesbury, Steffs, Ironmonger Nov 6 
at 11.39 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Cocxsurn, Bertram, Redcar, Yorks, Chemist Nov 4 at 11,30 
Off , Court chmbrs, ‘Albert 14, Middlesbrough 

Davizs, Jamns, Worcester, Fruit Merchant Nov 6 at 11 
Off » 11, Copechagen st, Worcester 

Davies, Regs, Tylorstown, Glam, Collier 

» Post e chmbrs, Pontypridd 


Derr, Ouanias Harry, Great Dover st, rah, Builder 
Nov 6 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Nov 13 


Nov6at 11 Off 





| Marruews, Wi.t1am, 


| Parmer, Montrose App1son, Martock, 


| Dixow, Heyry §, Victoria park, South Hackney, Licensed 
Victualler Nov 6 at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, oS aoe © 

| Downs, Sam, Crewkerne, gineer ee 5 at Ree, 
City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Savnmen, Water Jesse, Sessheveh. Bucks, Farrier 
Nov 4at12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

Fow. 3" James ILLIAM, Great Grimsby Nov 4 at 11 
Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Ges, egg Carlton, Notts, Plumber Nov 4atll Off 

Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting 

GILL, Faep, James st, Oxford st, et Nov 5 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs.. Carey st 

Gorrincz, Coaetes Histep, Forest Row, East Grinstead, 
Grocer Nov ve. at 12 Off Rec, Bankruptcy bidgs 


(Room 76), Carey st 
Hit, James, Blackburn, Cigar Importer Nov 4 at 10.45 
Builder Nov 4 at 11.30 132, 


County Court house, Blackburn 

Hoses, WIM, Streatham, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge 

KNOWLES, Wittam, Lunsford Cross, Bexhill, Brickmaker 
Nov 4at11 County Court Offices, 24, Cambridge rd, 
Hastings 

Wortwell, ie. Blacksmith 

Nov 19 at1 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, I 

sal, Printer 
Nov 5 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catheriae st, 
Salisbury 

Psacuey, _ Watrer, Scarborough, Fancy Goods 
Dealer Nov4atil Off Rec, 48, edaenanh, Scar- 
borough 

Puiturs, Parr Epwarp, Glyn Ceiriog, Liansantffraid, 
Glyn Ceiriog, Denbigh, Grocer Nov 4 at 12 Crypt 
chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Piaypon, ArTHur, Welton, Northampton, Wheelwright 
Nov 5 at 11.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northamptcn 

Simpson, Joun Josepu Macuon, Bradford, Cycle Maker 
Nov4at11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

SouTHatt, WIittiam, Stourport, Worcester, Well Sinker 
Nov 4 at 1.30 Messrs Ivens & Co, Solicitors, Kidder- 
minster 

Srirtinc, Coartes James Rosert, Cranham House, nr 
Stroud, Glos, ange 4 Manufacturer Nov 5 at 2.30 
County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

Surorirre, Epwarp, and Jouw Surouirrs, Sowerby Bridge, 
Yorks, Builders Nov 6 at 10.45 County Court, Pres- 
cott st, Halifax 

TAYLOR, JAMEs, Cilfynydd, nr Pontypridd, Collier Nov 6 
at 10.30 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Ponty pridd 

Tetie Exisan, Newport, Mon, Shoemaker Nov 4 at 12 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, ‘Newport, Mon 

Tuomas, ARraue Humpaprison, Ipswich Nov 13 3 at 1l Cups 
Hotel, Colchester 

Tuomas, Lewis Groraet, Bishopston, Bristol, Tobacconist 
Novédat12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Tuurston, Exyest, Southtown,Gt Yarmoutb, Fishmonger 
Nov 4 at 12.30 ’ Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Townenp, Agrauer Winuraa, - brad pel Yara Butcher 
Nov 4datil Off Rec, 24, Bo 


TeantTeR, ALEXANDER, rn nog fa agg me 4atll Off 
c, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 


| TarrscatEr, Francis Xavier, Pontypridd, Jeweller Nov 


6at 30 Off Rec, Post Office-chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Wesster, Toomas, Norman Fornercitt Wassrer, 

Currrorp Wesstser, Ackworth, Yorks, Q 

Nov 4 at 2.30 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefie! 

W aur, ayy Cleethorpes, Draper Nov 4 at 11.30 Off 
St Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 


Want Dora, Gateshead, Baker Nov 4 at11 Off Rec, 
80, fosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


and 
Owners 


| Baattert, Auregp, Westbourne, Bournemouth, Baker 


Poole Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 

| Brackman, Atpest Henry, —. = Sea, Greengrocer 
Eastbourne Pet Oct6 Ord Oct 

| Brake, Water, Moorlinch, “Gomer, Farmer Bridg- 
water PetOct5 Ord Oct 

Broapsripcr, Mary nt, al Bootmaker Croydon 
Pet Oct 17 Ord Oct 2 

Canter, THomas eg and Gzoraz Frank Canrren, 
z artlepool, Painters Sunderland Pet Oct 20 Ord 
ct 20 


CuarkE, ALFRED, elena, Ironmonger Walsall Pet 
Oct 19 Ord Oct 


Crawrorp,  sstenaag Kingston upon Hull, Cowkeeper 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 





The Oldest Insurance 








\ 





$ 
Ne onpice 8 


Copied from Policy dated 1726. 











PERSONAL 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
BURGLARY, 


Office in the World. 
Heap Orrics: 


| N. FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Insurances effected sibel talc ts the following risks :— 


FIRE. 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 
and EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 
including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


ACCIDENT, 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, 


FUNDS IN HAND 


District Manager. 


£2,764, 234. 





————b 


Cumunc, Esau Henry yey oe ri, Harrow ~ 
juilder Ord O 


St Albans Pet Sept 9 


B 
Dom, ete Harkey, Great Dover . net Builder © 


Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 
Dickson, James Hanceeaves, Vistoria st, Westminster, 
eer poten 7 Pet July 15 Ord Oct 23 
Fox, Witurr, Boston, » Cor 
Oct 23 Ord — 


urham Pet Oct 22 


— Tomas Cnaerae. 8t } ae “he Veterinary © 


Bangor Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 
PR _ Georce Wit11am. Tintern, Mon, Licensed 
Victualler Bath Pet Sept 24 Ord Oct 22 
Jounstone, Somerset James Somerset, Westbourne terr 
High Court Pet Sept5 Ord Oct 21 


Jones, Aubert, Aberdare, Fruiterer Aberdare Pet Oct3 
Ord Oct 24 


Kemp, Jouy, 8 tpg Oven Builder High Court Pet 
July 23 Ord Oct 2 

Mayrickx, Wiciiam, Wasa, General Draper 
Pet Oct 21 Ord Oct 2 


Pet Oct 24 Ord Oct 


Moors, Frepericx Witrtas, Reading, Tailor 
Pet Oct 28 Ord Oct 23 


Oct 22 


Morpecat, Lazaeus, Bancroft rd, Mile End, Fancy Good® | 


er High Court Pet Sept 17 Ord Oct 24 


Norisy, Caarces Bargymore, Finsbury pvmt, Mortgage © 


Broker High Court Pet Sept19 Ord Oct SB 
Parry, Witiiam, Edgmond Farm, 
Farmer Stafford Pet Oct 22 Ord Oot 22 
Pawtey, Frepsrick Burnet, Devonport, Devon, Baker 
Plymouth Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 


Piaypox, Arraur, Welton, ee. Wheelwright = 


Northampton Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 2: 
Roitiason, Georce Freperick, 
Staffs, 
Oct 28 


Simpson. Jonw Josern Macunon, Bradford, Cycle Maker 7 


Bradford Pet Oct 22 Ord Oct 22 
Srieuinc, Cuartes James Roperr, Cranham House, ar 


8t vy Glos, Pottery Manufacturer Gloucester Pet | 


Sept 9 Ord Oct 24 


Suro.irFe,Eowarp, and Joun Surcutrrs, Sowerby Bridget 
Yorks, Builders Halifax Pet Oct 23 Ord Oct 23 


Lae Arruue am Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet 
Oct 22 Ord Oct 


TarrscuuEr, Fsdncis Sie gk, Pontypridd, Jeweller Ponty-" 


pridd Pet Oct22 Ord Oct 22 


Wetts, Wituiam James, sen, The 
Grocer High Court Pet & Sept 7 Ord Oct 22 





READY 3ist OCTOBER. 


65th Year of Publication, 





THE 


SOLICITORS’ 





DIARY. 


ALMANAC, 





LEGAL DIGEST, & DIRECTORY 


1909. 





This old-established and important. 
Annual is now universally recognized’ 
as the most useful ] 


LEGAL AND COMPREHENSIVE DIARY 
ever published, 


Prices, 3s. G6d., 5s., 6s., ¢ & 8s. 6d. 





WATERLOW & SONS, 


LIMITED, 
LONDON WALL, LONDON. 


ectioner Boston Pet | 
Garower, Rosert Wiis, Durham, Song Sinaia Agent. 
D Ord Oct 


Walsall | 
Mepiam, Francis Eow ato, Barnsley, Butcher Barnsley” 
Reading § 


Moors, Hersert Henry, _—— Aue Epwarp Moors, Port. § 
: Fo] sea, Hants, House Furnishers Portsmouth Pet Sept 28 4 


Edgmond, Salop, ” 4 


tole Smethwick, 
Builder West Bromwich Pet Oct 23 Ord | 


Grove, Salers 
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